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Or the five texts comprised in this volume, the four long classical 
papyri (nos. 841-4) formed part of a large find of literary fragments 
from about twenty MSS., which was’ made on Jan. 13, 1906 in 
circumstances described in the Zzmes of May 24, 1906 and the 
Archaeological Report of the Egypt Exploration Fund, 1905-6, p. 10. 
Of the other literary papyri which were discovered at the same time, 
the portions of the ypszpyle of Euripides and of a new commentary 
upon Thucydides Book II will be published in Part VI, which we 
hope to issue in the summer of 1908. The vellum fragment of 
a lost gospel (no. 840) was unearthed in a different mound in December, 
1905. 

In editing the two most important classical texts, the Pindar (841) 
and the new historian (842) we have enjoyed for the last time the 
very great privilege of collaborating with Professor F. Blass, whose 
tragically sudden death occurred shortly after he had completed the 
revision of the earlier proofs of those two texts, to the reconstruction 
of which he had so largely contributed. It is impossible for us 
adequately to acknowledge the debt which our publications of classical 
texts during the last eleven years owe to the generous and unstinted 
assistance of that illustrious scholar, whose brilliance of imagination 
and depth of learning were never more admirably displayed than 
in the congenial occupation of restoring, elucidating, and identifying 
literary papyri. His loss is indeed to us irreparable, and will be felt most 
keenly when we come to deal with the immense number of fragments 
from the Greek lyric poets found during the last two seasons, since in 
that department no less than in that of the Attic orators his pre- 
eminence was conspicuous. 

In the reconstruction and interpretation of the new historian 
we also owe much to the most valuable help of Professors E, Meyer 
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and U. von Wilamowitz-Méllendorff, while Professor J. B. Bury has 
contributed a number of suggestions and criticisms upon both that 
papyrus and the Pindar. The assistance which we have received from 
other scholars, particularly Professors E. Schiirer and H. Schéne and 
Mr. E. M. Walker, is acknowledged in connexion with the individual 
papyri. 

In the Appendices we give a list of addenda and corrigenda to 
Parts II] and IV of the Oxyrhyuchus Papyrt, and a list of published 
papyri recently distributed among various museums and libraries, in 
continuation of the list in Part IV, pp. 265-71. 

The excavations at Oxyrhynchus were at length concluded last 
winter, the sixth which has been devoted to the exploration of that 
marvellously productive site; the publication of the vast store of 
Greek papyri from it will be the work of many years to come. Owing 
to lack of funds the Graeco-Roman Branch is unable to conduct 
excavations during the coming season, but we hope to resume our work 
in Egypt in the winter of 1908-9, when we look forward to breaking 
fresh ground, 
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NOTE ON THE METHOD OF PUBLICATION 


THE same general method is followed in this volume as in its predecessors. 
The three new literary texts are printed in dual form, a reconstruction in modern 
style in the case of 840 following, in that of 841 and 842 facing, a literal 
transcript. In the two texts of extant authors, 843 and 844, the originals are 
reproduced except for division of words, addition of capital initials to proper 
names, and supplements of lacunae. Additions or corrections by the same hand 
as the body of the text are in small thin type, those by a different hand in thick 
type. Square brackets [ ] indicate a lacuna, round brackets ( ) the resolution 
of an abbreviation or contraction, angular brackets () a mistaken omission in 
the original or a correction made by us; double square brackets [|| |] mean that 
the letters within them have been deleted in the original, braces { } that the 
letters so enclosed, though actually written, should be omitted. Dots placed 
within brackets represent the approximate number of letters lost or deleted ; 
dots outside brackets indicate mutilated or otherwise illegible letters. Letters 
with dots under them are to be considered doubtful. Heavy Arabic numerals 
refer to the texts of the Oxyrhynchus papyri published in this volume and in 
Parts I-IV ; ordinary numerals to lines ; small Roman numerals to columns. 
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840. FRAGMENT OF AN UNCANONICAL GOSPEL. 


8-8 X 7-4 cm. Plate I (verso). 


THIS fragment consists of a single vellum leaf, practically complete except 
at one of the lower corners, and here most of the lacunae admit of a satisfactory 
restoration. The book to which the leaf belonged was of remarkably modest 
dimensions, but though the written surface only slightly exceeds two inches 
square the scribe has succeeded in compressing forty-five lines into the two pages. 
He used a small and not very regular uncial hand, round and upright, of a type 
pointing, we think, toa fourth rather than a fifth century date. A later date than 
the fifth century, to which most of the papyri found with 840 belonged, is out of 
the question. A peculiarity is the employment of red ink to outline and bring 
into greater prominence the dots of punctuation (in the middle position), initial 
letters of sentences, strokes of abbreviation, and even accents, of which two 
examples occur (Il. 23 and 36). Longer pauses are marked not only by dots but 
also by short blank spaces, and the following letter, besides being sometimes 
ornamented with red, is rather enlarged. Of the abbreviations usual in theo- 
logical MSS. avos (dvOpwzos), 53 (Aaveid), and cap (cwrjp) are found. y at the end 
of a line, in order to save space, is sometimes written as a horizontal stroke above 
the preceding vowel ; and there is one apparent instance (I. 9) of the use of the 
common angular sign to complete a line shorter than its neighbours. In three 
cases words originally omitted have been supplied, all these interlineations most 
probably being by the original hand. The scribe apparently was particularly 
liable to omission, and in one or two other places supplements seem to be 
required ; cf. |. 1 and notes on ll. 3-7 and 4o. 

The bulk of the fragment is concerned with a conversation between Jesus 
and a chief priest, which takes place in the Temple at Jerusalem, the episode, 
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which is of a dramatic character, being preserved almost complete. It is pre- 
ceded by the conclusion of a speech of Jesus to His disciples, exhorting them to 
avoid the example of certain wrong-doers and warning them of the penalties 
which await the latter both in this world and the next (ll. 1-7). What particular 
class is referred to by the word avrofs in 1. 3 is not clear. Jesus, who throughout 
the fragment is called simply 6 cwr7p, then takes His disciples with Him inside the 
Temple to the dyvevrijpiov, by which term the author of the gospel perhaps meant 
the ‘court of the men of Israel’, though how far this use of it is legitimate is doubt- 
ful (Il. 7-9; cf. 1. 8, note), They are there met by a chief priest who is also 
a Pharisee, but whose name is quite uncertain (1. 10, note). The chief priest 
reproaches them for having neglected to perform the necessary ceremonies 
of ablution and change of garments before entering the holy place and looking 
upon the sacred vessels (Il. 12-21). A short dialogue ensues in which Jesus asks 
the chief priest if he is pure, and the latter answers recounting the different 
purificatory rites which he had himself observed (ll. 21-30). To this Jesus 
delivers an eloquent and crushing reply contrasting outward with inward purity, 
the external bathing prescribed by Jewish ritual with the inward cleansing which 
He and His followers had received in the waters of eternal life (ll. 30-45). 
Before the conclusion of the speech is reached the fragment breaks off. 

In its general outline the episode described resembles Matt. xv. I-20, Mark 
vii. 1-23, though the scene is there not Jerusalem but near Gennesaret, and the 
other details are of course different. The contrast between outward religious 
observance and inward purity was one of the most salient points in Christ’s teach- 
ing, and is illustrated not only by the canonical gospels but by other uncanonical 
utterances ascribed to our Lord, e.g. the two series of Sayings of Fesus (1. 5-11 
édy ph vnotebonre K.T.A., 654, 32 sqq. [e€lerdCovowy adrov x.r.A.). Even more clearly 
than 655, 840 belongs to a narrative covering the same ground as the canonical 
gospels. That this was composed with a view to advocating the tenets of 
a particular sect is not indicated by anything in our fragment; for though Il. 41-4 
when separated from their context might conceivably be adduced as an argument 
for denying the necessity of the use of water at baptism, Bazri¢ew is not there 
used in its technical Christian sense (cf. 1. 15, note), and in other respects the 
fragment is quite orthodox. A possible point of connexion with the Gnostics 
may be found in the noticeable fact that our Lord is called not "Incods or 6 kdpuos 
but 6 cwryp, a title which Irenaeus (I. i. 3) reproaches the Valentinian Ptolemaeus 
for using to the exclusion of xdpuos; cf. Harnack, Expansion of Christianity, 
i. p.124. But the use of cwrip or salvator simply to designate Jesus is of course 
common in other early Christian writers, and though its employment indicates 
that this gospel belongs to a later stage of development than the canonical gospels, 
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in which it only occurs in Luke ii. 11 éréyOy tiv cwrip, bs eorw Xpiords Kvptos 
and John iv. 42 oldapev or. obrds eotw 6 cwrhp roB Kécpov, this is not sufficient to 
establish a Gnostic origin for the fragment. It is, however, enough to exclude 
the likelihood that 840 comes from either the gospel according to the Hebrews 
or that according to the Egyptians. For though owrijp is used in introducing 
quotations from those gospels by Origen (Jz Joann. ii. 6 1d ka’ ‘EBpalovs 
evayyédtov évOa adrdos 6 cwrip dnow" dpi €AaBE pe «.r.A.) and Epiphanius (/aer. 
62. 2) ev adr@ (sc. the gospel according to the Egyptians) yip moAAa ro.atra ds ev 
napapvoT@ pvoTnpiddws ek TpocsTov TOO cwTipos avapéperat Os adtod Syndodvros Tots 
padnrats x.r.A., the evidence of the extant quotations themselves indicates that 
xvptos was the title commonly employed, as in the Gospel of Peter. In the 
absence of any definite resemblances between 840 and the scanty remains of the 
various uncanonical gospels composed in the second or third century, the frag- 
ment is best classed as belonging to a gospel distinct from any of them. The 
chief point of interest in it lies in the references to Jewish ceremonies of purifica- 
tion in connexion with the Temple-worship, about which the author at first sight 
shows an intimate knowledge. On some points the statements in the fragment 
find support in the extant authorities for the Temple-ritual at the time of Christ. 
Thus Josephus states that no Jew who was unclean had the right to be admitted 
to the inner court of the Temple, i.e. that known as the ‘court of the men 
of Israel’ (cf. 1. 8, note), and the statement put into the mouth of the chief priest 
concerning the necessity of ceremonial washing and putting on white garments is 
in accordance with the regulations for priests described in the Mishnah (cf. ll. 25 
and 27, notes). But that an ordinary Jew before visiting the inner court of the 
Temple had to wash and change his clothes as stated in ll. 18-20 is not confirmed 
by any other evidence ; and neither the term dyvevrjpiov in 1. 8 nor the Alun rod 
Aaveid in 1. 25 are mentioned elsewhere, while considerable difficulty arises 
in connexion with the ‘sacred vessels’ which are stated to have been visible 
from the court to which Jesus and His disciples had penetrated ; cf. ll. 12-21, 
note. Moreover the two stairways leading down to the ‘pool of David’ and 
still more the statement that dogs and swine were cast into it (ll. 33-4) seem to 
be details invented for the sake of rhetorical effect, for that a high priest washed 
himself in a pool of the character described in the fragment is incredible. So 
great indeed are the divergences between this account and the extant and 
no doubt well informed authorities with regard to the topography and ritual 
of the Temple that it is hardly possible to avoid the conclusion that much of the 
local colour is due to the imagination of the author, who was aiming chiefly at 
dramatic effect, and was not really well acquainted with the Temple. But if the 
inaccuracy of the fragment in this important respect is admitted, the historical 
B 2 
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character of the whole episode breaks down, and it is probably to be regarded as 
an apocryphal elaboration of Matt. xv. 1-20 and Mark vii. 1-23. In these 
circumstances the gospel to which the fragment belongs can hardly have been 
composed before the middle of the second century. The use of the term owrnp 
and the fact that the manuscript itself was written in the fourth or possibly even 
the fifth century may be represented as arguments for a third century date, but 
that seems to us improbable. After the four canonical gospels had come to be 
exclusively used in most churches, a process which was complete by the end of 
the second century (Harnack, Gesch. d. altchr. Lit. ii. p. 699), no new gospel 
covering the same ground could look for more than a very limited acceptance, 
and after about A.D. 180 authors of apocryphal gospels generally avoided com- 
petition with the canonical gospels by placing their supposed revelations in the 
period of the Childhood or after the Resurrection. Moreover, if the author of 840 
wrote in the third century, we should expect him to betray a definitely heretical 
point of view, which, as we have said, is not discernible in the fragment. That it is 
Egyptian in origin is very likely, but it stands much nearer to the gospel according 
to the Egyptians which was composed in the second century, probably before the 
middle of it, than e.g. to the Pistis Sophia which was written in the third. The 
literary quality also of the fragment does not favour a very late date; the style 
is more ambitious than that of the canonical gospels, and the rhetorical tendency 
of the composer, who uses a number of words not found in the New Testament, 
is somewhat pronounced, but he is more successful in catching something of the 
genuine ring than many of the authors of apocryphal gospels. Hence we prefer 
to regard the work to which 840 belongs as composed before A.D. 200. While 
the story of the dialogue between Christ and the chief priest has no claim to 
be accepted as authentic, and is probably a secondary or even tertiary production, 
the fragment is an interesting and valuable addition to the scanty remnant of the 
numerous uncanonical traditions concerning Christ’s teaching which were current 
in many Christian communities, especially in Egypt, during the third and fourth 
centuries. 


We are indebted to Prof. E. Schiirer for several suggestions in the interpre- 
tation of this fragment. 
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‘, .. before he does wrong makes all manner of subtle excuse. But give heed lest ye 
also suffer the same things as they; for the evil-doers among men receive their reward not 
among the living only, but also await punishment and much torment. And he took 
them and brought them into the very place of purification, and was walking in the 
temple. And a certain Pharisee, a chief priest, whose name was Levi, met them and 
said to the Saviour, Who gave thee leave to walk in this place of purification and to 
see these holy vessels, when thou hast not washed nor yet have thy disciples bathed 
their feet? But defiled thou hast walked in this temple, which is a pure place, wherein 
no other man walks except he has washed himself and changed his garments, neither does 
he venture to see these holy vessels. And the Saviour straightway stood still with his 
disciples and answered him, Art thou then, being here in the temple, clean? He saith 
unto him, I am clean; for I washed in the pool of David, and having descended by 
one staircase I ascended by another, and I put on white and clean garments, and then’ 
I came and looked upon these holy vessels. The Saviour answered and said unto him, 
Woe ye blind, who see not. Thou hast washed in these running waters wherein dogs 
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and swine have been cast night and day, and hast cleansed and wiped the outside skin 
which also the harlots and flute-girls anoint and wash and wipe and beautify for the 
lust of men; but within they are full of scorpions and all wickedness. But I and my 
disciples, who thou sayest have not bathed, have been dipped in the waters of eternal life 
which come from... But woe unto the...’ 


3-7. This sentence is very obscurely worded, and perhaps corrupt. The contrast is, 
we think, between punishment in this life and in\the world to come ; hence we prefer 
fois ‘living’ to &os ‘animals’. The use of ¢#és, a poetical word employed also by 
Xenophon, is curious, but ¢v rois (dos seems to yield no sense. The absence of an 
object for dmodapBdvovow (e.g. dv peo Odv) is awkward, even if one could be supplied from 
the sentence preceding |. 1; and after ddda kai a phrase to balance ev rois {wots would be 
expected. Possibly some words have dropped out; the scribe seems to have been rather 
prone to omission. For xéAaous in reference to the next world cf. Matt. xxv. 46 dmedevoovrat 
odrou els KOAaTW aldvov: Bdcavos is not so used in the N.T., though cf. Matt. xviii. 34. 
umopevovaw may be future, but the present tense makes a better contrast to amodauBavovow. 

8. dyvevrnpiov: this term is not found elsewhere in connexion with the Temple, and 
what the author of this gospel exactly meant by it is not clear. The context shows that it 
was within the inner enclosure, and ll. 12-3, where saz[ei] rodro rd dyvevtnpioy corresponds 
to mepiemdre: év lep, suggest that it was a large open court rather than a particular room, 
especially as the term dyveurnptoy is not a suitable description for any of the known rooms in 
Herod’s Temple. The ‘ Chamber of Washers’ (Afiddoth v. 4) was employed for cleansing 
the inwards of the offerings, not for ceremonial ablutions. If dyvevrnpioy implies a place 
where rites of purification were performed, the only part of the Temple to which the name 
would be at all appropriate is the space round the brazen laver, which stood between the 
Temple-porch and the altar, having succeeded to the ‘molten sea’ of Solomon’s Temple 
(cf. 1. 25, note). But this is not likely to be the meaning of déyveurjpor, for the brazen laver 
was in the court of the priests, which could not be entered by lay Israelites except for 
purposes of sacrifice (Kelzm, i. 8 quoted in Schiirer, Gesch. d. Jud. Volkes, ii. p. 273), and 
other indications in the papyrus (cf. ll. 12-21, note) besides the general probabilities of the 
case suggest that Jesus and His disciples had not penetrated further than the ‘court of 
the men of Israel’, which was outside the priests’ court. If dyveurnpiov is legitimately used 
of the ‘court of the men of Israel’, the term seems to be applied to it not because it was 
a place where purification was performed but because it could only be entered by Israelites 
who were perfectly pure; cf. Josephus, Bell, Jud. v. 5 davdpav & of pi xabdrav Hyvevxdres 
cipyovto tis evdov abdys Kal tov lepéwy madw oi pi) Kabapevovres eipyovto, and Contra Apion. 
ii. 8 7” fertia (sc. porticu) masculi Iudacorum mundi existentes atque purificatt (sc. ingredte- 
bantur). But it may be*doubted whether the author of this gospel had any clear conception 
of the topography of the Temple, and the employment of the term dyvevrnpioy may be 
a mere error; cf. introd. 

10. Papioaids Tis dpxtepevs : by dapyeepeis in the N. T. and Josephus are meant primarily 
the high priest actually in office and his predecessors, but also secondly members of the 
families from which the high priests were drawn ; cf. Schiirer, of. c##. ii. pp. 221-4. There is 
therefore no necessity for this person to have been the high priest in office at the moment. 
Most of the high priests were Sadducees, and hence are often in the N. T. contrasted with 
the Pharisees, but instances of high priests who were Pharisees occur; cf. Schiirer, op. cit. 
li, p 201. The combination Papioaids tis apxvepevs is therefore quite legitimate, and such 
a person is particularly appropriate as the champion of external purity ; cf. Il. 24-30. 

Aeeis]; the reading is extremely doubtful, but neither “Avy|as nor Kaadas is admissible. 
The first two letters, if not Ae, seem to be ao, and the third, if not v, to be + ork, 
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12-21. From this speech of the Pharisee it appears firstly that entrance to that part of 
the Temple to which Jesus and His disciples had penetrated was permitted only to those 
who had either bathed (I. 19 ANovedpevos ; cf. ]. 24) or at any rate had washed their feet, and 
had put on fresh. clothes, secondly that from this part of the Temple the holy vessels 
were visible. The principal holy vessels, e.g. the table of shewbread and the seven- 
branched candlestick, stood in the Aekal or larger room of the sanctuary; but this was 
only entered by the officiating priests, and the writer of this gospel is not likely to 
have been so ignorant of the facts concerning the Temple-service as to suppose that 
Jesus and His disciples could have wished to enter the sanctuary, much less that they 
could have succeeded in doing so without opposition from the Temple guards and with 
no stronger remonstrance from the high priest than that related here. Other sacred 
vessels were kept in the small chambers (38 in number), which surrounded the sanctuary 
on all sides except that of the porch; cf. J/iddoth iv. These chambers were apparently 
entered from the inside of the building, so that in order to reach them it would be necessary 
to pass through the Temple-porch, and their contents can hardly have been visible from the 
priests’ court which immediately surrounded the Temple-building, much less from the 
court of the men of Israel which was outside the court of the priests. Since the court of 
the priests was only accessible to lay Israelites for the purpose of sacrificing at the great 
altar, it is almost as difficult to suppose that Jesus and His disciples penetrated to these 
chambers as that they entered the sanctuary. The nature of the remonstrance addressed to 
them by the chief priest, who reproaches them not with being laymen but with being 
unclean, suggests that the scene of the conversation is the court of the men of Israel, 
which, as Josephus says, could only be entered by the mundi atque purificatt or xaOdmav 
jyvevsétes (cf. 1, 8, note). Hence if aya oxedn implies more than the bronze laver, and 
the rings, tables, and other accessories of the sacrifices, all of which objects, being outside 
the Temple-building, would be visible from the court of the men of Israel, the author of 
this gospel has fallen into a somewhat serious error. Moreover, the statement in ll. 18-20 
that bathing and changing of clothes were required from ordinary Israelites when visiting the 
Temple is not confirmed by anything in the authorities, which record the observance of 
these formalities only in the case of the officiating priests ; cf. ll. 25and 27, notes, Josephus’ 
reference to xa@amay yvevedres probably means merely persons who were Levitically pure, 
and does not imply the performance of special rites of purification. Schiirer, therefore, 
seems to be right in supposing that the author of the gospel has by mistake referred to laymen 
the regulations applicable only to priests. 

15. Balrriabevrav : Bamri¢ey is used here and in |, 42 not in the ordinary technical 
sense of baptizing, but with reference to ceremonial ablution, as in Luke xi, 38 6 8€ bapicaios 
iddv edatpacey btt ob mpdrov ¢Banticbn mpd Tod apiorov, and perhaps in Mark vii. 4 éay py 
Banricwyrat ovk éobiover, where the reading is doubtful ; cf. also Sir, xxxi. 25 Bamrifopevos amd 
vekpov, 

20, o[pay: o may be read in place of o. 

25. TH dipvn Tod A(avet)d: ‘the pool of David’ is not mentioned elsewhere, and it is not 
clear what the author of the gospel meant by it, or where it was situated. Schiirer thinks 
that it refers to the ‘brazen’ or ‘molten sea’ set up by Solomon between the porch and the 
altar (1 Kings vii. 23, 2 Chron. iv, 2). This was a large laver supported by 12 brazen 
oxen, and containing according to 1 Kings 2000, according to 2 Chron. 3000, baths of 
water. It was destroyed by Nebuchadnezzar (2 Kings xxv. 13, 16, Jer. lii. 17, 20), and 
though if Sir. 1. 3 may be trusted the second Temple also had its brazen sea, Herod’s Temple 
did not possess one. In its place there was firstly a bronze laver between the porch and 
altar (Mrddoth iii. 6, &c.; cf. Schiirer, of. c7#. ii, p. 283) in which the officiating priests 
had to wash their hands and feet, and secondly a room fitted up with baths for daily use by 
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the officiating priests before entering on their duties ; cf. Zes/am. AIT Patriarch., Levi 9 
kal mpd Tod eicedGeiv ets Ta Ayia Novov, and the authorities from the Mishnah cited by Schitirer, 
l.c. This room, which is called in Middoth i. 9 ‘the house of baptism’, was reached by 
a passage from the Temple-building, and was clearly outside the Temple-enclosure. That 
the author of the gospel had in his mind the ‘ brazen sea’ seems to us improbable, since 
the Aizen is called after David, not Solomon, and while the brazen sea stood close to the 
Temple-building itself, the Avy which had two «A(uakes leading down to it (Il. 25-6) and 
into which dogs and swine are cast (I. 33) is evidently conceived of as being outside the 
Temple (presumably in the valley below), and thus fulfilling the functions ascribed in the 
Mishnah to the ‘house of baptism’. Whether a pool called after David really existed is 
however very doubtful, for the details concerning it are more picturesque than convincing. 
The subtle distinction of the different stairways for the use of the clean and unclean, though 
plausible in itself, is, in the absence of corroboration, more likely to be due to the imagination 
of the author of the gospel than to have a historical basis, and the casting of dogs and 
swine into the pool looks like a rhetorical exaggeration ; cf. note ad loc. 

27. Aevkd evddpara: on this detail, that the officiating priests put on special garments, 
white in colour, the author of the gospel is correct (cf. Schiirer, of. cz/. pp. 281-2), as he is 
with regard to the necessity for their taking a daily bath before entering on their religious 
duties ; cf. 1. 25, note, and introd. 

31. ovai, rupdol: the dative is more common after ova, as in 1]. 45; but cf. Luke vi, 
25 ovai, of yehavres viv, Ore mevOnoere, where there is an ellipse of tiv, and Rev. xviii. 16 ovat 
oval, 1) Tos 4 jreyaAn. 

33. xotpor:; that swine were not uncommon in Palestine at the time of Christ is proved 
by Matt. vii. 61, vili. 30, and Luke xv. 15. The reference to the dogs and swine is 
introduced to heighten the effect of the contrast with the waters of life in ll. 43-4. The 
author of the gospel may well have had in his mind the stagnant pools which are a common 
feature of Egyptian villages, but the description is incredible when applied to a pool in 
which a chief priest bathed, and as a piece of rhetoric somewhat overshoots the mark ; 
for the real point of the contrast between the two kinds of purification is not that the water 
was in the one case unclean, but that it only cleansed the outward skin, whereas the other 
form of purification was spiritual. 

36. ai mépvae cat ai} addnrpides: cf. for this collocation rpeis yap Sovdous mepteiye Tov prev 
karagaydvra tiv UmapEw pera mopvay kai addntpidwv in the “ESpaixois xapaxrijpow evayyédcov quoted 
by Eusebius in his 7heophania (Resch, Agrapha, p. 388). 

39. @vdobev d€ x.7.A,: cf. the denunciations of the Pharisees in Matt. xxiii. 25 ovat dpiv, 
ypappareis kai Daproaior Vmoxpirat, Ore kabapicere 7d CEwoOev rod wornpiov Kat THs mapoWidos, ~rwbev S€ 
yepovow &€ aprayns Kai akpagias, 33 dpes yevynpara éxidvav, Luke xi. 39 7d d€ Zr@bev Syav yepet 
dprayns Kai movnpias (cf. ka|klas milan 

40. mend]npa{y)rac: it would be possible to retain werA}jpora by reading ekeiva in place 
of ékeivar, but such a use of the neuter plural is unlikely. 

42, BBall rric Bax : or BeBa| rr \[ ric Oat ; but cf. ll. 15-6 Ba |rricbevrav, 

43. BeBdlupefa: a, 6, or could be read in place of the doubtful », but not ¢ or v, 
sO that Neo }ipeba and BeBanri|opeba (which is also too long) are excluded, and BeBa peda is 
practically certain. Sdmrew is a less technical word than Bamrifew, but there is, we think 
no real distinction intended between the two terms here, since Bamri¢ew is not employed in 
its technical sense ; cf. 1. 15, note. 

43-4. ¢oljs: or ¢a[ox, with another word in place of aiwviov. The letter before edéogow 
may be r or v instead of o, so that kajreA@odow is possible. ddep ¢&v occurs in John iv. ro, 
II, vii. 38, ddop fois in Rev. vii. 17, xxi. 6, xxii, 1 and 17. dm, if correct, was no doubt 
followed by some words like rév o’pavay or rod rarpés. 
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Height 18 cm. . Plates I-III (A Cols. iv, v, xxiii, 
Frs. 82 and 128), 


It is a somewhat remarkable circumstance that though several Pindaric 
fragments have been found at Oxyrhynchus (408, 426 (?), and 659 besides 841), 
none of them has contained any part of the Epinician poems. Eustathius tells us 
(Opusc. p. 60, 22) that that section of the poet’s works was the most popular 
as being fuller of human interest, less concerned with myth and less obscure 
in expression,—o? kal mepidyovrat pddvota 81a 76 avOpwmikerepo. civat Kal dAvydp.vO01, 
kat unde Tavy exe doapds Kata ye 7a GAdAa: but this, so far as the evidence goes, 
hardly seems to have been the general verdict in Egypt during the Roman 
period. Recent discoveries moreover happily enable us to form our own opinion 
as to the character of some of the other categories. 659 provided for the first 
time a specimen of the Ilap@éveva ; and now the following much longer and more 
valuable text presents the material for an adequate estimate of the important 
class of Tasaves. 

The paean, which is a very ancient form of poetry, was a hymn originally 
sung in honour of Apollo or Artemis, whether in thanksgiving to, or propitiation 
of, the deity. Both of these motives appear in Homer; the Achaeans are to 
return to their ships singing a paean of victory (X 391), and try to divert the 
wrath of Apollo with a paean at a sacrificial feast (A 472-3). In later times 
paeans were dedicated to other gods than Apollo ; Xenophon, for instance, speaks 
of a paean to Poseidon (fell. iv. 7. 4): cf. Proclus, Chrest. ap. Photius, Bzb/. 239 
6 8& matdy eotw etdos dis els TdvTas viv ypapdpevos Oeors, TO S€ TaaLov idlws azeve- 
pero TO AmdAAMvL Kal 77) "Aprewld., em) Karanvavoet Aowsdv Kal voTwy dddpevos* KaTa- 
xpnorikGs d& kal Ta mporddia Tives TaLavas Aéyovow. The sound of ij was especially 
characteristic of the paean; Athenaeus, xv. pp. 696 e, f (cf. 701 b, c), calls inmasdy 
the mavavixdv enippynua or évipOeypa, a description which the papyrus well illustrates ; 
cf. also 660. 

The Paeans were comprised in one of the seventeen books attributed to 
Pindar by the Cod. Ambrosianus and Suidas. To that book, apart from single 
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words, only two small fragments (52 and 61) could hitherto be certainly referred ; 
a few others, now seen to belong to it, had been wrongly assigned to other 
categories. Of the Paeans of Simonides there are but a line anda half; of those 
of Bacchylides, previously represented by a couple of fragments, two specimens 
have lately reappeared in the British Museum papyrus. By a similar stroke 
of good fortune the lost book of the Paeans of Pindar is now partially recovered 
through the present MS., which, next to that of Bacchylides, is the largest extant 
papyrus ofalyric poet. The identification admits of not the smallest doubt. That 
the bulk at any rate of the poems are to be classed as paeans is obvious ; and not 
only do they bear unmistakably the Pindaric stamp, but their authorship is con- 
clusively established by several coincidences with already known citations as 
well as by references to Pindar in the scholia which accompany the main text. 
The remains of this admirable manuscript, in elaborateness rivalling the 
Paris Aleman papyrus, were unearthed in deplorable condition ; they consisted 
of some 380 fragments, none of which contained two complete consecutive 
columns, while the great majority were quite small. The process of fitting 
together has largely reduced the total, but many scraps remain unplaced in 
spite of repeated efforts ; some of them no doubt will eventually be assigned by 
future revisions to their proper position, though it does not seem probable that 
there is much to be done in this direction. The task of combination has been 
greatly assisted by the fact that the literary text was written upon the verso 
of a cursive document; frequently a connexion, which otherwise would have 
remained a matter of conjecture, has been definitely established or excluded by 
the evidence on the other side of the papyrus. As now reconstructed the MS. falls 
into four principal sections. In A, which constitutes the bulk of what survives, 
as many as thirty-five consecutive columns containing parts of seven odes can be 
accounted for, though with large gaps and imperfections. The recto contains an 
elaborate list of persons, written probably in the latter part of the first century, 
with details as to parentage, age, and other personal characteristics. As often, 
the papyrus was cut horizontally before being re-used ; it has also sometimes 
been divided vertically and rejoined, and strengthening strips have been glued on 
in places. Under B, where the hands on either side are the same as in A, are 
included several fragments which are distinguished by their dirty and decayed 
condition. There are remains of three columns which may be consecutive, 
but whether they belong to a single poem or form part of the last ode (VII) of A 
is doubtful ; cf. the commentary ad loc. It is even uncertain whether B precedes 
or follows A. In C the cursive recto is the same as in A and B, but the text of 
the Pindar is in a new hand, which continues through D; the two groups, each 
including one practically complete column, are marked off from each other by 


841. PINDAR, PAEANS 13 


the presence ofa different document, part of a land-survey list, on the recto of D, 
while the recto of C is the same as in A and B. Two isolated fragments, 26-7, 
where the text on the verso was written by the scribe of A~B, also have a different 
cursive, perhaps the same as in D, on the recto. The changes of hand in the 
verso and recto respectively make the order A-B, C, D the natural one; but it is 
not impossible that D preceded C or that C-D preceded A-B, for the case 
of Frs. 26-7 indicates that the recto of the roll as made up to receive the literary 
text on the verso was of a somewhat heterogeneous character. There is some 
internal as well as external evidence for distinguishing C-D from A-B, since it is 
doubtful whether the poems represented in C-D are also to be regarded as 
paeans ; this question will be considered later (p. 23). 

The text of the Pindar is written in short columns of fifteen or sixteen lines 
which occupy about 11-5 cm. in depth, a wide margin being left between the 
columns for the reception of scholia, and the lines placed rather wide apart, 
perhaps with a view to interlinear additions ; the distance from the commence- 
ment of one column to that of the next is from 14 to 15 cm. The occurrence of 
the figure goo opposite II. 25 proves that some 866 lines or fifty-seven columns 
had preceded the ten verses which survive of Paean I. On the assumption that 
a literary roll did not ordinarily exceed thirty feet in length, this MS. of Pindar’s 
Paeans would have consisted of more rolls thanone. As already stated the text 
is the work of two scribes ; in A-B the hand is a good-sized uncial, round and 
upright, but irregular and rather heavy. There is a noticeable variation in the 
size of the writing at different points; and cursive forms have occasionally 
intruded themselves at the end of a verse. On its own evidence this hand 
might be assigned with probability to the earlier decades of the second century, 
a date strongly indicated (1) by the document on the recto, which was written after 
the end of the reign of Titus (who is called @edés) but perhaps before the close of the 
first century, and (2) by the cursive scholia, which we think are not later than 
the middle of the second century and are likely to be for the most part practically 
contemporary with the main text. The scribe of C-D was the master of a much 
more practised and ornamental handwriting. This also is of the round upright 
type, but the letters are smaller and lighter, though firm and carefully finished 
(claeclaten Iti) noticeable feature, found also in some other well-written 
literary papyri, is the afzces or little hooks with which the extremities of strokes 
are in many cases provided. A cursive « occurs at the end of a line in 
Paean IX. 38. 

Breathings, accents, marks of quantity and elision, and diaereses have been 
pretty freely supplied throughout, but accents are rather more common in C-D. 
Breathings are of the square shape. The system of accentuation shows a general 
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resemblance to that found c.g. in the Bacchylides papyrus and 223. In diph- 
thongs, as usual, an acute accent falls on the first of the two vowels, while 
a circumflex generally covers both; a grave accent is placed by the scribe of A~B 
on the second vowel (III. 12, VI. 130), by the scribe of C-D in two instances on the 
second (Fr. $2. 25 redels, IX. 39 avariels), in one (IX. 39 pourasats) on the first. 
Unaccented syllables often bear a grave accent, usually one or more of those 
preceding the accented syllable (e.g. I. 8 pidjalorépavor, V. 38 epepnaovs), but 
a following syllable is similarly treated in Fr. 82. 21 odoatioi, IX. 42 érexie. The 
article 6 is written in I. 5. Oxytone disyllables as a rule only have a grave accent 
on the first syllable (IV. 51 vouor, VI. 14 rpdpov, &c.; an exception is Oayd 
Fr. 20. 247), and a similar method is sometimes followed in polysyllabic words, 
e.g. VI. 16 Odpiva, IV. 12 ayakdea for dyaxhéa. Syllables preceding enclitics 
are accented (IV. 27 dimnds eqs, &c.) even in the case of paroxytones, 
e.g. V. 44 &0a pe, VI. 87 dood te. Instances of mistaken accentuation are II. 98 
Odya for Paya or Baya, IV. 28 MedAduros for Meédayzos, IV. 36 os for 6s, 37 exarov 
for exaréy (or exarov), similarly 1X. 39 avaridels for avarie(s, and Fr. 82. 25 teAels for 
tedets. Punctuation is commonly effected by means of a high dot, which is freely 
supplied. At the ends of lines it is placed some little distance away at a level 
varying between the middle and top of the letters. The exact height is apparently 
immaterial, and therefore has been disregarded in our transcript ; e. g. in IV. 34 
the stop after kataBaivwy is opposite the middle of v, in 70 after tpomdpo.bev it is 
at the top, the length of the pause being exactly the same in the two cases. 
Stops occurring in the course of lines are placed, as in the Bacchylides papyrus, 
well above the letters; but there is one genuine case of a dot in the middle 
position, where the pause is represented by the modern comma (VI. 15 ; cf. 182), 
and one instance of a dot just below the line (IV. 48), at the end ofan interrogative 
sentence. A paragraphus is only used in the text to separate the metrical sections 
which are, apparently, always distinguished. Plain paragraphi are employed at 
the end of strophes and antistrophes, but at the commencement of new strophes 
they are accompanied by a conspicuous coronis, as in 659. Paean V, which 
consists only of strophes, accordingly has this coronis at the end of each one. 
The commencement of a fresh poem is denoted by a separate sign (VI. 1). In the 
scholia by the first hand of C-D paragraphi are frequently inserted to mark off 
the notes, and in A-B they appear sporadically for a similar purpose. In some 
other respects an apparent difference of practice in the two main divisions of the 
manuscript is to be noted. In C-D a curved line has in several cases been 
placed below letters or syllables, with no very clear object (cf. note on Fr. 82. 23). 
this does not occur in what remains of A-B. In the latter on the other hand 
there occur before lines certain critical signs, consisting of the ordinary dip/e, 
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which was used for a variety of purposes, or a small cross, which is also found 
in the Paris Aleman and Berl. Klassikertexte V. (2) xvi (Corinna). This was 
not one of the recognized Aristarchean symbols and its precise signification is not 
certain ; it may, as Wilamowitz says (of. cit., p. 64), be no more than a nota bene. 
Another example of a dip/e in a Pindar papyrus occurs in 659.17. In C-D there 
is in four columns no instance of the use of such marginal symbols, which though 
not quite conclusive at any rate establishes a presumption against their employ- 
ment elsewhere in that part of the papyrus. 

How far hands other than the first have contributed towards these many 
lectional aids it is difficult precisely to determine. Unless there are considerable 
differences in the colour of the ink, which is here not the case, responsibility for 
such marks cannot be assigned. To a large extent at least, they appear in the 
present case to be original, and none of them is likely to be much later in date 
than the body of the manuscript. The numeration of the lines by hundreds 
(II. 25, &c.) is undoubtedly by the first hand; the title at VI. 1 appears to be 
a subsequent insertion. 

The path of the reader has been still further smoothed by the frequent 
notes which accompany the text and which embody both apparatus criticus and 
commentary. A number of variants are recorded between the lines or in the 
margin, sometimes with a statement of the authority to whom they were due. 
Several readings are attributed to Z or Zy (cf. note on IV. 58), who no doubt is 
Zenodotus of Ephesus. Others are coupled with the abbreviations Ap, Apo, Av 
and Apy, which are less easily identified, since it is uncertain how many names 
they represent. Perhaps Aristarchus for the first pair and Aristophanes for the 
second is the most likely interpretation; cf. note on II. 61. Chrysippus the 
pupil of Zenodotus and instructor of Aristarchus is probably referred to in 
Fr. 84. 13, and Theon, a later grammarian, may be named at II. 37. Other 
lections have the common adjunct yp(aPerat), or more often stand by them- 
selves, usually enclosed between two dots. The explanatory notes, which are 
especially full in II and in C—D, deal with names or allusions, grammatical 
points, and the like, or elucidate the sense—not always very successfully. 

These additions are in several hands which are not always readily distin- 
guished. The textual notes in A-B are mostly in uncial or semi-uncial script, 
and sometimes are certainly due to the first scribe, e.g. the variants at V. 38, 
VI. 55, &c. This scribe was moreover a careful if not an elegant writer, and made 
few slips which he did not himself correct ; an instance occurs at VII. 1. To 
a distinct class belong certain other entries in a more sloping hand (H 2), includ- 
ing II. 1 Owpaxos, 37 Kar, 40 Sdtors, IV. 4 caro, V. 21 epinvais, VI. 1 title (?), 10 ackwy, 
14 kdutov adgos, 52 interlinear « and m(6ew(?), the note opposite Il. ro8-9, VII. 2 
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emeo(t|(?), Fr. 16. 5 KkedaSyoa® upvous, Fr. 21. 7 eooerar, A third more rapid and 
lighter hand (H 3) is responsible for II. 2 watpiou, 27 ed (?), V. 45 mavBwpou k.7.A., and 
perhaps IV. 62 vio(s) k.7.A. ; while a few more variants, namely II. 52 interlinear + and 
aet, 75 €v Se, LV. 58 Zy(vodoros) k.7.A., VI. 180 orepavoror vw . [.. .|, are in the cursive 
(S 1) of the explanatory scholia. Hereagain a distinction has to be drawn. Two 
groups of these cursive notes are traceable throughout the papyrus, (a)=S 1, 
in a small and as a rule clear writing, and (b)=S 2, in a more rapid and 
negligent and generally rather larger cursive, the ink of which also is of a lighter 
shade; e.g. in the scholium opposite II. 43 to vonpa . .. edmbBas belongs to S 1, the 
rest of the note to S 2. Evidently these two groups were written .on different 
occasions. and at first sight would be put down to different persons; but they are 
of a similar character and at times approximate closely in style, and we hesitate 
to say that they could not proceed from a single hand. It is a question too how 
far the various readings classed under H 2 and H 3 may not be the work of the 
scholiast or scholiasts ; H 2 and S I, at any rate, are not unlikely to be identical. 
In C-D such variants as occur and many of the scholia proper are in the hand of 
the text, but S 1 and S 2 are responsible for a number of additions. 

To turn now to the individual poems. Of the first there remain only the last 
ten verses, in which however the allusion to Thebes and the Theban dapyndopta 
(cf. 1. 8 note and Frs. 129-31) clearly shows that the paean was written for 
the poet’s native city on the occasion of that festival The metre, which is 
logaoedic, is as follows :— 
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II. The title of the second paean has disappeared with the margin at 
the commencement, but this loss is made good by the first few lines, which 
practically form a title, and with other internal evidence render it abundantly 
clear that the poem was composed for the people of the Thracian Abdera, 
and dedicated to Apollo. It is unfortunately mutilated, two of the seven and 
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a half columns comprising it being wholly lost and another badly damaged ; the 
remainder however, amounting to three-fifths of the whole, which consisted of 
108 verses, is in good condition. Abderus, the mythical comrade of Heracles, 
who is said to have founded the city to perpetuate his memory, is addressed 
in the opening line ; and the subsequent fortunes of the place, the failure of 
a settlement from Clazomenae (Il. 55-6, 63-4), its successful colonization from 
Teos (ll. 3, 65 sqq.), and its later prosperity (ll. 25-7), are appropriately 
commemorated. There are some rather obscure allusions (ll. 39-40, 104-7) to 
a war in which the Abderites were taking part. . The date is subsequent to the 
battle of Salamis, since the occupation of Athens by the Persians is referred to in 
ll. 28 sqq. Perhaps the poem was written about the time of the formation of the 
confederacy of Delos, when hostilities directed against the Persians were still 
going on in the region of Abdera ; or a struggle with some Thracian neighbour 
may have been in progress. The whole ode is characterized by a distinctly 
warlike note. It consists of three systems, the strophe having eleven and the 
epode fourteen logaoedic cola, and each epode ending with the refrain injie 
nawdy, inie’ maray 5 pnmore Aeimou. Similar refrains are found in IV and V. 

In the following schemes a comma at the end of a verse indicates synaphia 
as shown by the division of a word between two cola, and a vertical line marks 
hiatus. Syllabae ancipites at the ends of verses will be apparent without special 
note. 


Strophe 
3, Ss Ure SR Se 
fot Ree) pais 
PP CIES WY VSD) 
i His 
§— VY H- Ue -UYaE (better —-- Vu --gp-vvu--v* 
—-—V YUH ~u-vu-) 


NON Eee ene 


PY NE 
SWoUwg~eSe 
EO) eee NOT NS Sic mes 
NEA Nhs seen NS Seen" ee, 
Epode 
28! uy wy) Ss Sw) 
vuuVU-vV-* 
—UU=——- UK UU; (better CCS i 
aA ER | a a Ca NDE Ror! ime ——-—--—vv--) 


¢€ 
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NET ANAN a N oe 
0) Sy COP ROT 
NRO Cn) 
G-vVu- Hue 

ie SS VSS wat 
S32 OS GY a 
SEU. 
atm! AL nas A ef ts 
Vr-UU- 


III. The third paean is hopelessly mutilated. From the stichometry of 
the papyrus it may be inferred to have consisted of 102 lines (cf. note on l. 17) 
out of which seventy-five have disappeared altogether, while only one short 
passage of six verses in which Apollo is addressed is intelligible. The occasion 
of the ode and the patrons for whom it was written are not determinable ; the 
Graces are named at the commencement. 

IV. A peculiar interest attaches to the fourth paean, which is without doubt 
the ode spoken of at the commencement of the first Isthmian. Pindar there 
apologizes for having postponed the completion of a paean to the Delian Apollo 
to be sung at Ceos in order that he might first celebrate a victory won by 
his compatriot Herodotus at the Isthmian Games. Cf. ll. 6 sqq. 

cifov, ® ’mohd\wvids (sc. Delos) dpyporepar ror xapitwv ody Oeots Cevfw Tédos, 

kal Toy aKeipexouay PotBov xopevav 

ev Kéw dpdipvta ody movtios 

avipaow, Kal tay Gdtepkéa “ToOp00 

deipad’, 


and the scholia upon the occasion of the poem:—oi Ketoe AnAtaxéy taava néiovv 
TOV ToinTHVY ypdyat . . . péAdovTos yap Keious ypadew mpocodiaxdy Tarava ... édoas 
dovpnépactov 76 eis Afjov Tolnua ovvrdtre te “Hpoddtw tov énivixov. It is now 
clear that the well-known fragments 87-8 yaip’, & Oeodudta x.7.A. which have been 
referred to this Cean paean (Schneider, Pind. Fragm. p. 29; so Schroeder) have 
no connexion with it. On the other hand the conjecture of Dissen and Fennell 
that the poem was sung at the temple of Apollo at Carthaea is corroborated by 
the allusion in 1. 13. The central idea is the virtue of contentment with a simple 
life like that of the Ceans in their rocky island, which was nevertheless celebrated 
as the home of athletes and poets. This lesson finds further illustration in the 
stories of Melampus (Il. 28 sqq.) and of the local hero Euxantius (Il. 35 sqq.), in 
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the narrative of which some novel points emerge (see commentary). An interest- 
ing coincidence occurs with a quotation found in a corrupt form in Plutarch 
(ll. 50 sqq.). 

The poem consisted of sixty-two verses divided into two systems, the strophe 
containing ten, and the epode, which as in II ends with a refrain, eleven lines. 
Two consecutive columns out of five are well preserved, but the remaining three 
are too severely damaged for continuous restoration. The metre is logaoedic. 


Strophe 
FN NN ee NO eNom 
—--uU--vuRH-vg| 


SS OS Sy wey Se 


on 


ye UHHH vv | | 
eel OA Cited © © ate O0E © irae 
YU 


DPA PSD Se 


a WE NS 


SOY SS PO ae 


GRC CAD RD PI JEN NT) 


Sa WO) CO OO 
SS VU HK UU HK UU 
=U em Or ee rae 
u—vu (syll. anceps ?) 
5 --vu[--Juv-ve- 
vu—vvu—v (syll. anceps?) 
VH— Vb HV HK HKU Hv Ke i 
ee a 
vy YuVVUH- KK 
NNN awn mt Ch I oon a 
NF tN eee ALE Nea ny ¥ 
V. To Delos is also dedicated the next paean, the shortest and simplest 
in structure in the collection. Like O/. xiv, Pyth. vi, xii, &c. it consists of 
strophes only ; there were eight short stanzas in dactylo-epitritic metre, each 
commencing with the invocation Ijie AdAv "Amoddov. The first six of these have 
almost entirely disappeared, and no sense can be gleaned until the thirty-sixth 
line is reached, from which point to the end there isno lacuna. The topic here 
G2 
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is the spread of the Ionian folk over Euboea, the Sporades, and Delos; and 
very likely the Ionians were the principal subject throughout. Perhaps the ode 
was written for the Athenians. 


Strophe 
Nd ed Naot Noh momen AND NS it 
Soe Nag NA BN onan 
—V——--vV-vVV-¥ 
Se ON 
IS coy QU) RS) Ue 
a AE Et 


VI. Paean VI is inscribed ‘ For the Delphians, to Pytho,’ and was composed 
for performance at the Theoxenia (Il. 61-2), one of the three principal festivals in 
the Delphic calendar. Like its predecessors this long ode has sustained con- 
siderable damage; three columns have disappeared entirely, two more are 
hopelessly mutilated, and another is very imperfect. Still even with these deduc- 
tions about half of the 183 lines are complete or easily restored. The first 
eighteen, after which there is a gap, belong to an extremely graceful exordium, the 
commencement of which was already familiar in a citation by Aristides, though 
its classification was a matter of doubt ; Schroeder puts it in the Prosodia. The 
body of the paean (ll. 74-120) is occupied with a sketch of the fate of Troy and 
the subsequent fortunes of Neoptolemus, including the passage, already partly 
known from a quotation, which offended the susceptibilities of the Aeginetans 
(cf. notes on ll. 117-9 and 123), and to which reference is made in the seventh 
Nemean. Pindar there repeats, in language very similar to that used in this 
paean, his version of the story of Neoptolemus’ death (cf. ll. 104-20 with Vem. 
vii. 35-42), and protests that he had no intention of disparaging the Aeacid hero 
(Vem. vii. 64 sqq., 102 sqq.). The date of our paean is therefore prior to 
B.C. 461, the year of the victory which Mem. vii celebrates. From Neoptolemus 
the poet turns with characteristic suddenness to the praises of Aegina and the 
myth of the bride of Zeus whose name the island bore; and here the thread 
is lost. 

The poem contains three systems, of which the strophe consists of twenty-one 
and the epode of nineteen verses with logaoedic rhythm. 


Strophe Epode 
a ere eee ae et ae ah —-VUVUKHV— UH UY 
VU—U-—— eI Ot ee 
rere Nd N oeeen 


> VYUVrVMYVUnr rue 
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—-u-v—-vu-¥| SD 

5 -YUU-V—-vH| Vy eC 0 ee 
NN es COP at SS Gi 
VuUUUUUEH—UYU— cn ae MR NO, TOS 
VYVUYUUUr-—- UU IN 
SOS SG SG a QU ey 

TORE oj i Ch S00 OS 
V—vVU-U- YS NSN 
NP NOTRE IEE RD VO OD SO Oe) 
—vu-vve—|uu-, = UO Oe 
Yuu-vun-vy, — =—yU-y, 

WES = ee ee RP RS iy SR a pe 
yvuu-—un-] uuu —-v-vVE-—uUY 
vy-Ug-y—vLs| SO) EO) 
PND NB) YR) RY DS ED BRIE Ee RO 
OS GD BNE —vur- VU 

ZOO 
—vv-vu-¥ 


VII. Of the seventh paean the commencement is preserved in a mutilated 
condition, but after the eighteenth line the connexion is broken, and it is doubtful, 
as we have said, whether the fragments grouped under B belong to VII or 
to another poem or poems. In Fr. 16, where there are some complete lines 
at the bottom of a column, Pindar speaks of his art and describes himself 
as inspired to walk in the way of his predecessors, among whom he perhaps 
refers especially to Homer. Fr. 19, which may have followed close after, also 
has some well-preserved lines in the lower part of the second column, where the 
myth of Asteria the sister of Leto is related. The rest of A-B consists of small 
scattered fragments. 

VIII. At Fr. 82, the first of C, we again arrive at a connected passage 
of sixteen more or less complete consecutive verses which, whatever the relation 
of C-D to A-B, a question to be considered immediately, no doubt belonged to 
a poem different from any that have preceded. The first column of this fragment 
appears from the remains of the scholia to have contained a reference to the story 
of Erginus, who in revenge for the murder of his father exacted a tribute from 
Thebes and was eventually slain by Heracles. Before the beginning of the next 
column, however, a widely different subject has been reached. Troy is now the 
scene, where Cassandra, on the departure of Paris in quest of Helen, prophesies 
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the impending doom presaged by the well-known dream of Hecuba. The scheme 
of the lines is appended :— 


—-—-¥-—-vuvyul[-u- 


a LG OY IG OS) SO) 
SS WY ph) 
SSS) OY) SES 
—-Y¥vuv--—vvul[-v-, 
vutuu-u-[yo--u 


CP eee 


vuH-uU- UVR lyURY 
LOR ree 

yeu —venf[veu 
vy--uvv-l[v 

UW OSS SS fuu—| 
—u- eu l[u 


vu-vuu-vY| 


Most of the other fragments of C may well belong to the same poem. 
*AdeEavd[pos (?) is mentioned in Fr. 96; but the only other piece which has 
any complete lines is Fr. 84, which gives the beginning of a speech of a person 
whose identity is unknown. 

IX. D is more valuable, for in one small piece there is a coincidence with 
the well known Pindaric fragment on the occasion of an eclipse of the sun— 
*Axris dedlov x.7.A.—and a practically complete column gives most of a subsequent 
strophe and antistrophe from the same ode, thus establishing the metre and 
therewith the text of the extant fragment. In the later section the poet passes 
to the subject of the Theban seer Tenerus, son of Apollo and the nymph Melia ; 
the poem was evidently written for Thebes. The strophe consists of ten logaoedic 
verses ; of the epode there is no clear trace beyond the one line already known. 


Strophe 
— Uru UU VS 
ND ors coh ND et ad NA See NA Cg) comets Np CD 


—-—--— UY He UU HU 
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5 yr uU-—UVU—VLH| 
oro MV HUH YS 
OW) KU Op Sa 
RN NN ee, 
SS YO a 
TO —~—- UU HU 
Epode 
NN CIN ae NAC nr NON) me Ae 


Some of the minor fragments of D are no doubt also to be assigned to IX ; but 
the only pieces of any size, Frs. 129-31, containing parts of two consecutive 
columns, are proved by the metre to belong to a different ode. 

It remains to be considered whether the poems represented in C-D are 
to be ranked, as those in A (with which B is naturally connected) undoubtedly 
are, as paeans. External evidence is inconclusive, for though there is a change 
of scribe at C the continuity of the sections is in a measure preserved, as has 
been explained above, by the recto and part of the scholia, as well as by the 
similar height of the papyrus and the columns of writing. The contents of 
the fragments must therefore be the main guide; and here it must be admitted 
that in certain respects C—D appear to be peculiar. There is no sign in these 
sections of if) or maav; and though the importance of this argument a szlentio 
might easily be exaggerated, the fragments are sufficiently extensive to make the 
absence of those characteristic words remarkable. Secondly, it is curious to what 
an extent C-D are concerned with seers and soothsaying ; see Fr, 82 throughout, 
Fr. 84. 10 sqq., Fr. 128 (Tenerus), Fr. 131. 20-2, and Fr. 139. There is a refer- 
ence to an oracle in II. 73; but here such subjects almost monopolize the field. 
If however these poems are not paeans, what are they? Boeckh assigned the 
fragment on the eclipse of the sun to the ‘Yzxopx7ara on the strength of the 
passage prefacing the quotation in Dionys. Hal. de Demosth. dict. c. 7 ratra 
(sc. certain passages from Plato’s Phacdrus) . . . ei AdBou péAn Kal pvdpods Gonep ot 
diOvpayBou Kal Ta UTopynpwara, Tots Tlwddpov Toujpacw eorxévar ddkevev Gv tots els Tov 
fjAvov eipnuévors, Hence Boeckh infers that the fragment must either come from 
a dithyramb or a hyporcheme, and that, since there is nothing Dionysiac in it, the 
latter must be the right category—a conclusion accepted by Schroeder. In 
favour of this classification may now be set the consideration that the paeans 
and hyporchemes were closely connected ; cf. Menander Rhet. de Encom. p. 27 
Tous pev yap (tov turer) eis ’AndAA@va TaLavas Kal Sropxypara voulCoper, ToUs SE els 
A.dvucov di6vpduBovs x.7.A. On the other hand Boeckh’s argument that the men- 
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tion by Dionysius of 8.0dpapy8o. and sropxypara limits the choice to one or other 
of those classes is unconvincing. Since the fragment cannot be included in both 
it need not necessarily belong to either; if Dionysius meant to imply that 
it came from a hyporcheme why did he go out of his way to mention dithyrambs ? 
Boeckh further considers that the metre is well adapted to dancing, and therefore 
favours a hyporcheme; but this argument is counterbalanced by the apparent 
unsuitability of the predominant themes of C-D to an orchestic accompani- 
ment. There is moreover another class of Pindar’s works to which the paeans 
stood in close relation, and whose claims should be considered, namely the 
mpooddia,—witness the passage already cited (p. 11) from Proclus: xaraypnotikés 
de kal Ta Tpoddia Ties TaLavas A€yovoew. It is noticeable that the word zp]oadéiov 
is not improbably to be restored ina mutilated scholium in Fr. 108, though this 
of course no more justifies the inference that the odes were zpooddia than the 
occurrence of dapvy{opixdv in Fr. 107 authorizes us to hold that they were dagvn- 
gopixka. That references to the Theban da¢vndopia should be found in both 
C and D (Frs. 107 and 129-31, notes) is not surprising if VIII as well as IX had 
a Theban setting; there is an allusion to the same festival in I, which is 
doubtless a paean. The dadvndopixa, like the map0évera of which they were 
a subdivision, were designed for a female chorus (cf. 659), of which there is 
no trace in these fragments, while the masculine participle in the gloss on IX. 36 
points in a contrary direction. 

On the whole, though it remains questionable whether a distinction should 
not be drawn between the contents of A~B and C-D, the evidence hardly seems 


A. Col eai( irra): 


mpivoduvnpaynpaogo|...... JoAewv 
TpiwricevOupiaroKlaceTo 
vonp ékorover|.\uer paida@y HeTpLos 
Suvapivorxd0erov: 
5 [-\ninvivoravreAnoeviavtoo 
@pa|.|reOeulyovor 
[. . . -|ermovacrvOnBacemnrOov 
[. . . .Awridatragirjolorépavovayorrec 
[. .\woeAawvyeveavdapovepemrot 
[- 


10 [. .|\ppovocavOeo.vevvopiac: 
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sufficient to justify their definite attribution to different classes, still less for 
determining how the second class should be named. 

Regret for the loss of so much of Pindar’s work is undoubtedly intensified by 
the discovery of this papyrus. In spite of their mutilated condition the new 
poems display merit of a very high order, though they may not rank among the 
best efforts of the poet’s genius. The long ode to Delphi (V1), in particular, is 
remarkably fine. Its extremely graceful exordium approaches the easier manner 
of the Oxyrhynchus Partheneion (659) ; but in general the style is more akin to 
that of the Epinicia, though, as V shows, the metrical structure of the Paeans 
was sometimes not less simple than that of the Partheneia. Mythical themes 
are frequent, as they no doubt were in all Pindar’s poetry, and they would 
of course be prominent in compositions of this class; but the other points in 
Eustathius’ criticism quoted above (p. 11), that in comparison with the 
Epinician poems the rest of the poet’s work was inferior in common interest and 
in clearness, are not justified by what is now known of the Partheneia and the 
Paeans. 

In the reconstruction and elucidation of this papyrus we owe much to 
Prof. Blass, whose knowledge and ingenuity were perhaps never more con- 
spicuous than in dealing with fragments of lyric poetry. The commentary 
unfortunately could not have the benefit of his revision, but the proof-sheets have 
been submitted to Prof. J. B. Bury, to whom we are indebted for a number 
of valuable criticisms and suggestions. 


I. [OHBAIOIS}. 


mpiv oduynpd& yihpaos olxedov ploAciy 
mply Tis evOvpia oKltageTo 
a We 9p. ) \ 2 ION f 
vonu dkorov én[t] pétpa, (dav petpiws. 
dtivapty oikd0erov. 
7A JA lol £ X\ , ~~ 

5 [i]q (f, viv 6 mavTedAns EviavTos 
*“Npali] re Oepucyovor 
[pirjurmov dorv OnBas ém7AdOov 
[ArdA}\oue Saita pirnorotépavoy ayovTes: 
[raly dt Aadv yevedy Sapdv Epémror 


10 [c@|ppovos advbeow evdvopias. 
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aval. Jogo 
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: . 
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Opposite ll. 26-7. 


jpo.e 


Colotin( ir, Col. it). 
13 letters -- Q.. Sappoveave| 
so ok Niecvaen lee (ele 


25 ue xX Of. Jaikravy[. .Javaprredo. .| 
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LE ABA PITATS |. 


o7p. a 1[Naidjos Opovias "ABSnpe yarxobdpat Gdparos [ 
2 [IToaledaves re mai, mratptov, 
amd cot t(hv) dpxiyv AaBav olov an[o... 
drroucot yap eiow ot “ABSypirar [Tyiwv, Tews 
s[majava [dlof@ 8 éorl THs "Iwvias rédts a 
5 [Axj]pnvoy ‘Anfé|Awva map 7 Adpoldiray vu Y Toto ev “A[BSqpots obrw Kadov- 


pevos [6]mrov [ 


s[cébjev “Idove Tévde Aad 


Lines 6-20 lost = str. 6-11, antistr. I-9. 
Fr, 2, Col. i, opposite Il. 26-7. 
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Col. iv (Fr, 3, Col. 1). Platenit: 
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10 xp?) & avdpa toKedav) p€pew 
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11 Babddo€gov aloav. Loves poles mpldjs Tod{s) péA- 
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60 2 xOdva modvdwpoy, dd[Bov 


y “Ap(lorapxos ?). 4 F 
s évkatéOnkav tépay afyplov] ITatovev 
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~ ae 
Tas, Kat €vli Kyo |av, 
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Col. vi (Fr. 3, Col. iii). 
odekadovTimovn|. \ato 


evayopratod| v [|\preyer 
Kevoro dum eprarovnrlegey yoo 


avTao|.|opevewvpedap. 

dvaAdouT porraporev rorroc oevaBBnpo.r 
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[.Jurdavy|.uxvpayaver 


Col. vii lost. 


Col. viii (Fr. 4, Col. i). 
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80 0€ Kaddy Te Tovaalats 
> 4 fe 

vevayopiatow préyel: 

10 Ketvois 8” bmépratov AGE Héyyos 

nu dvta duopevéwy Medap- 
iy Z 

70 12 MUAAOV mpordpo.der. témos 0%(T0s) év “ABShpots 
is inte mad, inter maidy Ml ch}appvAdov. 
14 0€ pnmote deézrou. 
orp. y'1[a)\Ad uv worapd cyeddv pordvta pvpcer mA 


o. 
= , ’ , 2 a 
P Batots ody tvreciv Sivatat dipoer atrokrevel [ 


"A(protopd.)v(ns ?) © WpETEpOS OTpaTds T(Gv) yovéejwv 
75 3moTl moAdy aTpatoy: ey O& pnvos & Bé, 
4mpetov TUXEV apap: 
sdyyeAre O€ howixdtefa Abyov mapbévos mpotheyey r(ijv) péAXloueay péxny? 
6 evpevns “Ekdra EPIL IE pc i or 
1 Tov €OéAovTa yeveo bau: av(ti tot) Sv HOeAev yeveoOale. 


80 s[apv 8 ad ylAjuxupaxdvor 


Lines 81-95 lost = str. g-11, antistr. I-11, ep. 1. 
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, 


1[kéa] Kedadledv]re yAuKdy adda 
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0 [Adv €lWKAéa [kpaive\ xdpuy, 
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tos 1 [—lW@ mod plo Tedev- otros kai of 
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o , 
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oBs chceapo cc en ] . vayAao 

[pete wisest isle St |vatxapire. | 
Fragment of Col. vii (?). 
Pres: 


5 haps[ 
| 


Colsixa(Pre4 Cola). 
| 
vet . [. . Jog] 
aydatave| 
Har ép| 
vaovo| 
KatOvoe, 
Popov | 
OKT@K| 
vyober [ 
aodaioevedrr re, 
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5 columns lost. 


Col. xv (Fr. 6). 
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“We 
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Fr. 5: 
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10 = OKT@® kl 
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Lines 18-92 lost. 
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wy. rnd | 
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JatkavedvadceTat? gato & vpvndr| 
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BO ies oan evry es ot Jtx Ovow 


Colsavii (ir. 7, Cola): 
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4 


a 


[ 

15 5|Opuws ye 
[ 
[ 


uU 
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uu —ly xpovoy dprvvet 
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e717: 
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IV. (KEIOIS EIS AHAON}. 
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vy vWoopat 
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—] AGdov ayakréa 
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4 XN bd “~ 1€6 
2 ylyveoKopat pev apeTais aeOov 
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- S. 
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YY 
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=| 
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potoavirapexa|.|adro 
["exdiridiol. . .Jovapo[. .japeper 
BiodmpovapayaviacaKoo* SwpnparwrBror 


dvimmocepixalBovvoplaradaecTepor Fr. 8, Col. i. 


x addoyepeddumrocovKny Perey iat Jw . . [11 letters] . 


= [ 26 letters Jep[. 
Aurovmarp[.}Sapol. -Jex. -Japyee | , s, lapyoue 


Oepevoooi|.\voTmoAovyepac 


ininwtera[... .| 


Todeotkobe|. jaaTuKal 
Katovvyével avdpigl 
oTep€al' par]. Jovdel 
> exaceovTov-Aoyo. . .] . KTocevEar{ 


errawvecal. . . .Jovpatopevovocaval 


Col. xviii (Fr? $,.Col. ii), 
aurapyxeiv Tod lod ekarovmedex ed 
HepooeBOopovrractg|.jacve kawvoo| 

yen mevo[..- .].- [ep .[ 
[. .]ourepacd covet 
TEVO PLY’ TPEWTOLTTOAELOV 


StocevvocidavrTeBap|.|KTumov" 


x xOovardimoteKaotpatovab poor 
TE PAP AV KE PAVV@LT pLodovTLTE 
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°Te 
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poll. . .|oeumedover 
nkeveaghpnvkuTrapio THVKpHTHVETTeLTrOAALEKeEL| 
5 .  Taptomoryivovrat 
> cov'eadevoporvtepioatoy 
Col. xix (Fr. 9, Col. i). 


JSoradal 
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1 poicav mrapéxalv] ddLs: 
25 45H Kal Tt Atalvdclov dpolupla pepe 
s Budd@pov adpayavias dkos. Sdpypa 7O Bie. 


2 , BJ AN s 2 2 
vavimmos eipt Kat Bovvouias a&daéorepos: 


edd 6 ye Médapros obk HOedev ence Jw... [x1 letters}. af... J. 
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I~ IAN SAY 4 
uly in @ leralidy.| 
atp. B’ 17d 6& olkobelv] dor Kall ddiKes 
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2 ia 3) e - Zz A 2 re 
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) on / € \ Ld 
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7 pépos EBdopov ITacig[djas vifot}-  xawool 
, > ey > MTEL) (Olfeile si eil|= = [-eep) |) 
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7 JA re 
40 9mTév opt’ TpEw ToL TrOELOV 
10 Mids "Evvociday tre Bap|v|krumov. 
’ la la 7 ‘ ‘A £ , 
avt. B 1 xO6va tol more Kai otparoy aOpbov 
méprpav Kepavy® tpiddovri TE 
2 meu pave Tp 
ses Tov Babdy Tdprapov, éuav pa- 
ye - ‘ ef ) ? tA 
45 «Té€pa AimovTes Kai Sov oiKov ELEPKEA: 
5 émetta mAotTov meipay pakdpwv T émlxopLov 
6 TeOpov al dlumav éphpuov amwodpevos 
7 méyav &AdoOt KAGpov exw: Alay 
a y wy 
8 mot [wa|s eumedov «i- 
50 97 KEV; éa ppnv kumapio- tiv Kpnrny émel modAai eet [kv- 


» \ ‘ See Taptooo. yiyvovTat. 
10 gov, €a O€ vopdy mepiddior. 


ém. B’ 1[euol & drlyoy dédorat, Odpvos Spvds’ ac sal 


53 2[0d mevOéor & edaxov, ob araclwy. ] adxoly 


oF 


aie 


38 THE OXYRAYNCHUS FARE 


4 lines lost. 


58 Hrépt —f xeByovnpo 
J 
60 Jorovevéavtioutral. . .] . THYKEov 
Joucqoayv weap .[.. .] 
1D TO, fo ao Votyoua uo HAL. .] . dovert[ 
[.]ntn| The rest blank. 
inted| 


Col) xxi(F i. 9, Col, ii); 


Col. xxi (Fr, 11, Col. i), 
lo eptrvats 
11 lines lost. 
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Lines 54-7 lost=ep. 3-6. 


7 [vu —-Vr-UK- K-VK UY -] TrépL Zn(véSor0s) Kedvov Apo’. 
s[-vuuv-u--V-] 
9 [v — Se ee ee tiwels tOv Evtavriov maltiwly rhv Kéov 
me ae Kat]oxyoay. keap .[...] 
: [v bth bers Sapo &\v(ri row ?) otxopat, vid(s) TAL. .] . o( ) Overr[ 


u[i]7 in [® lemady. 


V. [EIX AHAON}. 


nie Aladt “ArrodXov: 
3 lines lost. 
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1 


Emer 
so[- VU - UU 

1 d[nie Addt “Arrodrov: 
2Quu-UvU--— 

soj- UH He UH UR 
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Gees 
sA[—-vu-vu-- 
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2TT-vu-VvuR-- 
Wise Se rete 
sanmuu-VvuU- 

s Mallu vy - uv 

6 oUY uv-vu-- 
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af-uu-vu—-] 


s[f-vu ---vvu-vu--ts épltrvats. 
Lines 22-32 = str. 8’ 4-6, str. ¢’ 1-6, str. ¢’ 1-2. 
sf- u - ~--vvu-vV le 


s[-yvuu-VvU-- 
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35 5 |- Vvu-VY U- ] ard “A€nvatev 
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Col. xxii (Fr. 11, Col. ii). 


‘s ur. , 
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aL oe 
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vw 
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ie DY 
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[Jn 
v , 
IO X eTaloapayxaviaval.|éEov ackwy 
TEOLTLVEMALOTETL LI. [Lo karakoty|. jvenaroriehefevpevTivady 


v Y > 
NT OplocPlA@lT ALTaT EMATEpLKEOVAL Nenereneee 


TrelOopevooxareBavarepaverv 
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15  moAA@voc-TobitAaTtoiday 


Pilates 
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OTp. 1 
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6 Botav €Xov Kal evacoay: 
d see pK 4 
1inte Addu “ArroAdov: 


2kal omopddas hepeunadous moAupddous (-piAous). 


) 


ey - d 72 Se, 

EKTLGay vdoous epiKvdéa T ExYXoV 
an ’ 

4 Addov, ere cpw AméddAav 


d@Kev 6 ypuvooképas 


oa 


s Aotepias Séuas olkeiv: 
1 inte Adde “ArrodXov: 


2 Aaréos &v0a pe mraides 
Tlavémpou ’Epex(Oé0s) 


s evpever déEacbe viw Oepdmovra ether 


ha om 
4 UpéTEpov Kedadevva 


\ 2 
ovv pedALyaput mat- 


a 


a 


avos ayaknéos bua. -[..].[.. -Jottpove 


VI. 4EAGOIS EIS TON. 
1 II pds ’Odvprriov Atos oe, xpuloéja 


2 kAuTopavTe IIv6ot, 


sAicoopat Xapirec- 


oly) te Kai ov Adpodira, 


* 


ev (abém pe OéEat yxpbvo 


ao 


aolwipeov ITepidiwv mpoparar. 


0) x 2 m Ko DNC) = 4 < is h = 
voaTt yap emt K& TUNG emet Sta xaAkav AcovTwv xalopa- 


Z dy. r tiv pet eis att(yv) 6 Kydiods. 
2 Wogor aiwv Kaoradias Tov émi TS XaAkoTVA® [U|Sart 


dppavov advdpdv yxopetowos HAOov podov. 
Lely 


eras dpaxaviay alrlégov détwv. 


a 


r=) 


11 TEOLOLY émais TE TL ais: katd kow[o]0 épats tys(ais). €AeEev pevt(or) tva 5y- 
; Aovote EvTipos &, 

a \ 4 a va } lal 

12 Tope O& Pid@ mais aTE paTept KEeova 


1s TEeLOdpevos KaTéBay oTepdveov 


va , ‘ ” 
ukal Oartav tpopiyv ddaos A- kAutév dAgos. 
morAAwvos, 760. Aatoiday 
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dapivadeApwv Kopatx Dovoropparov 
mapacktoevTaperT|.|uevarl | 


TOOLKPOTEU|. «2 ee eee le, ] 


Col. xxiv lost. 
(Line 30 had a cross in the left margin.) 


Col, xxv (Fr. 12, Col. i). 


Opposite Il. 52-3. Opposite ll. 58-9. Opposite 1. 62. 
|racbear lv 
]. &oatav Jpover Joxov 
jofeacetoe Jovy 


] 


Bo 83—_ Ka roBevabar|........ parol 


x TavTabeotat. ev 


x mibervaoogoul.|duvaror.|: mu 
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TOUTOVETXET|. . . .|Mov 
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Col. xxvii (Fr. 12, Col. iii, with Fr. 13). 
65 povo| 
evd| 
pre 
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16 Oapwa Aedgav Képat xOovds dupadrdy 
7 Tapa okloevTa peAn|[d|uevar 
\ - A ~ 
13 T00L KpoTéolyTL yav Ooa| 
Lines 19-49 lost = str. 19-21, antistr. 1-21, ep. 1-7. 
Scholia on Col. xxv. 
] tas Beds Vv €|oxov 
]. ets amav 5 |pove 
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50 é€m. a akal widey dOarlar — vu wu alpgaro. 
»Tadta Oeoior [plev 
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1s TOUTOY eayxerle TEO|udr, 
a7 yy 2 
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1 €v Oeay fevia. 
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es A [iseateesteMerentesis yates ] trept e[DJernpias 
aAmoos. dure ACNGOV DE evn tec eee Jav as kal péxpr 
UiVOV ticetete ie ékdot[olu €rous 
s €O[vlos evEaro r- [ ae ] io] 
65 «pod olu-vu-u-- 
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epirdyu--vyu-v-¥ 


1 Kpévie vu uv - vu 
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mpuTa| 
70 Total, 
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AcovoG | 
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75 Seaport 
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dearrata| 
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~ kvavorrAbKovorradatrov TLac-Kval. Joxoporo- 
beridoc Biaray 

85 MlOTOVEpKOTAaYXal 
ovOpaceipovarmedacats: 

x daca ept€eheuk@A€EVOL aoptatootepileo 
akvapmrovnpaipevorar|.jeperdav: 
ocaTeToALadumpomrovey  —avocca 

go d€keneyarovdapdaviay 
erpadeverunguraccevarol. lal. |v" 
veperioex pyceoicoAupTrot 

oKatkopugal. . vigor 


Inu 
Hopotm aval. Wer CevcobewvaKorocouToX 


Colvxxix (Kroiacolann: 
95 parmepiduyiKxopal. .JAcvae 
Xpivapamepyapovevpul. | 
loT@oairehacabopevor 


Tupogemreloadktovvekvr{.|yral 


7O 


75 


go 
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smpvTajye yu — — UU — 

9To TWA —- —-U-UU-— 

10 xpyo[T|ylpe —- VU -U = = 

u [TIvOovd6[év — uv — - 

12 Kal mote [VU -- UU -UU-— = 
13 ITdvOod[s — Aavady bre mai- Je 
u des Tpwialy u-— uy 

1s Hveykelu uv — Atopy- 

is dea mais [Znvis —vu—vu— 

it bv éuBalrov lov Erxe pdyas 

is ITap{tjos <[kaBddos Bporn- 


1 ol@ déuai beds 
20 IAfov 6& OjKev d&pap 


a1 OWitépay dAwouy, 


“ 2 va ? , 
1 KUAVOTTAOKOLO Talda TmovTias xvafvoxdyoo. 


2 O€rios Biarav 

3 mlatov epkos “Aya- 

sav Opacet dhivo meddoais: 

sdaca T epige AevkwrevO dépieros 70(0) éptte. 

6 dkvapmrov “Hoa pévos av[rlepe(dwr 

16a0a te IToAddu- mpd mévev "A(piaropd)v (ns?) Soca, 
3 6€ Ke peydrov Aapdaviav 

o érpabloyy, ef py pidaccey ‘Ardfr]Aolv: 

végpeat(ay d& xpvoéors ’Odbprrol- 


1 


So 


10 Kal Kopudalioy itor 


12 popoys avalAwev Zeds 6 Oe@v okomds ob TdX- 


spar mept O vwikduo [E)\éva 
1 xphv apa Ilépyapov edpd [dh- 
1 (a\oT@oat cédas aifouévo(v) 


is mupos: eet & aAkipov véxuv [ely ralpo 
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moAdvatovaibevTomnarcioa . « | 
adooemikvpaPavteo|.|r 
dovayyeXo|. omic@ 
oxupobevy|. lomroAep| 


evpuBlavayovTec 


oa duetrepoev ALOUTFOA| 


addburepatéperretral.jedvar|. . « «| 

éidevouremrarpwlo.|revapol......- ] 

lIrTrouc pLuppLLOover 

XarKokopu[. .Jav[.utroveye. . 2... ] [.-+.- Jevyf. ++ Le 

axedovd|. . .|uapovporocodayal. jay } ae }rpoo[.]..¥ 

e€iker ‘oud|.vepouoe. ° .]ev AC ee aes | 

lie Sracceee |rpog|.]. J] 

Col. xxx. (Fr, 19, Col. ty): 

ovderor|. jupupapét pavexaBorov: 

a. .|oe. . . .Jeoo- 

ye.» -|vf. |r prapov 

m7. JorepKetorvnvapeBapove 


[. . ]@opovra-pnptvévgpor eoor{. jov 


[-Inremvynpaoigé 
pevBiov[. udumrorode 
a a i qToitov«|. ewvnSiaprafovrwvouvy 
[-leel. .repertpay Shed wotwval.. .JoveSvoxepatvercarexwA vel, 
levy . .|jagowevovKravety (xtavepevy?[... Jv StokatavaipyTatn 
VeVi a : ToVXpnLaTwvadtapTralwv 
[+ + veep Awrydomapoppadovevpuy e.vexStktavroutratpocavnipedy 
[.-. .Jvdvperparraino  Pijire 
[. jour. . |\veo[. | PL Inenreveot 
[. . .JMakrAdrayévecodwpret 


HL \Seorra[. .rral.] — evrav.[..J.. mpl... .. Woeperat 
vacoa|.|\dvored tepovdtoce[. Jnviou[. jvatl. kvqtotrouruveA Bove, 
evtal. |romeptrovavxpou 

Col. xxxi (Fr. 13, Col. v, with Fr. 14). 
Aaviovpaevvovacr por: 


ovvekevOvoeTratnover 
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1 moAvaTov@ OevTo IIndeida, 
100 18 GAds él Kdpa Bdvres [7]A- 
19 Boy ayyerd{t| drricw 
20 XKupdbev Niejorrdédeplov 
21 evpuBlay dyovTes, 
eT. 10s Svémepoev “Ido rodfuv 


? ’ 
105 2GAN ovTe patép emeita [kledvav 


ao 


eidev, ore tatpwlofijs év dpoltpars’ 

« introvs Muppiddver 

XarkokoprlaT|av [dlutrov eye upe. [Rives keys cass }s 
axedov dfé Toludpov Modoocida yafijay f...: 
110 7 e€iker, ovd|’ a]vépous erablev 


a 


oa 


b 


ovde Tov [el¥pupapérpav éxaPBddor- 


Bpolocv de Oleds- 


i) 


o 


10 ye[pacoy [ds] ITpiapor 

um[plos épxetov Hvape Bopoy €- 
115 12[mevOopdvra, py uv evdpov’ és of|plov 

Ede se! oN lon CL 7 
is[ulnr emt yhpas té€- 
14 ev Biov- [adludimdrdos dé 
a ) ~ : 5 nro TOv k[p Jedv 7) Staptalévtwv cuvy- 

15 [poc)pliav] mepl Tiydy —Z(qrdboros) Muedv. Qh Adler dated eoaive wate ge 

16 [Onptlagopevov KTaV(€yv Z(nvdsoros) wrdve(v) év’ yp(dpera) [kray ev. 8d Kal dvypyrar 4 
ry? Fae ye - 089 x ee TOV xpynpdatov & Siaprdfwv 

120 17 [(ev) Tepelvet hikw yas map oupadoy Evpdy. ee Ne tay rod maspoe ave pion 


is (2p (iH) Te] vOv péTpa Traind- yp(dpera) iH if Te. 


19 [vjov, in [re] véo{t. | yp(aperar) [i]R if Te vor. 


if m2 7 nde aN ~ 
atp. ¥ 1[dvoluaxd\tTa y vero Awpret 


2 ple\O€orca [roto ige rine [atelieee nel ie  péperar, 
5 a vo ‘FI.  tepov Ards “EA[A]nviou [é]v Aify]ivy Stou cuveAOdvrtes 
et a Ae [2] Avos “EN evta[v]ro epi tod avdxpod. 


~ 


Aaviou paevvdy doTpov. 


oUveKev oU oe Tratndvev 


a 


130 


135 
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ddoptrovevvagopev add aoLdav Fri14, Colm: 
podiadeyopévaxarepere ee | 

, oe ntl 18 letters ny 
modeveraBervadmptTaviy an ., 4, river 

ee, Ball ees, Jotwa 
SatpovaxarravOepigevovaper| "2 Nor otes 
OMAVTATOLTATEKOLTATEVXOV 
2O« 

covey yvartéevorA Pov 
evpto|. .|kpovourrato-vdaTio|.|rac| 11 letters JarpiBou 

rs » 37 Ovpeved 
movn|. . .|rompoOvpwvBabvkok [ * " 96 


roval.| . pearomaplevor 


> alywar'TOTEX pUTEaLA. 
> epooexpuaravkopl. bemtxoptor{ 


KATAOKLOVYWTOVUJLETEPOV" il 


140 > wadexewverrapB porov [ 


145 


150 


Col, xxxit (Pr: 14, Cotnii), 


Col. xxxiii lost. 
Col. xxxiv (Fr. 15, Col. i). 
[ aielaune eiretha podria ence eae xo. ae .Jevor TOWe 


130 


135 


140 


9 ’ 
aQvT. 


145 


150 


155 
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s ddoptov evvdéopev, GAN doar 


ma 65e! 
1 po0.a Sexopéva. Karepeis oral ] 
40 . ; ytT[or? 16 letters nv 
smd0ev éEhaBes vaumptraviv ani 18, lv rues 
, SN 4 D , ciel Oums |s Ttva 
» Oaipova Kat Tav Oeputgevoy aperiav. 131. tetBolNowout 


100 WavTa ToL Th TE Kal Ta TevXoY 
1 gov eyyudrrEev GABov 
A I 
v evptolra| Kpévov mais, vddrleco\s 8 [elm Aolo- rv Atywav &JarpiBov- 


= cav él TOV mp0 WUpwy éA- 

is TOO mor ald mpobGpwrv BabUxon- ra aida golds 
3 He , 

Tov a@lvalpéyato mapbévov 

ey la 7 2 
13 Atywav: téTe xptoem c- 

4 Ba ? 2 4 

1s Epos Ekpuafra}y Kéulale emtxa@plov 
11 KaTdoKlov va@Tov wbpéreEpor, af 


Pa , ies 5) , 
1s va Aexéwv Er auBpdrov 


TOMO nO ee 

2» aliy—-Yv-uu 
apy u-Uu-o 

1TOAlY —- YU - YU - UH 
2 dtol— uv — — 
sme — UU — 

sToy —-yv-vu—-* 
sTalyuy -— YU -—uU— 
s€(§-v--vu-v-- 
CRU A 
sfafy uu--ve- 
you =U -UYU = 
hE oe oe eae 
nudgfyu-vu-v-*¥ 

1 CE SO 


Lines 156-171 lost = antistr. 13-21, ep. 1-7. 


8 |— COW vlxo - levos mowa. 
s[f-v-vv-| 
wl[u-yu-vue 
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Li cer ag eaten Ae amass yede 
ae ee Rete ELpovacapeTao 
ustp Pp 
(ANG rigeencecn moat | mpootaktikwo 
[ieee angenmnec a |Tpotav pt 
(ioe Nag couse etn JaAaov 
EGO (oueiteh yah suoeaes |vowottray otedpavotciviv .[.. .| 
Re Sie eteeeania ys loxiagere-poioay ee. 
Reacareracaras |rodAaku-Tratavoé 
bree. lav TevaTroTwve .[.]. KOV 
Hoa eee Folia 
eo 
[ay eee aime reOeomiwydo7| 
[ 6nloao do eos | erea|. | 
[erotica esaace te jor. .Aadvrecavray [ g letters Jworovay .to. [ 
Col. xxxv. (Etors, Cola 
Saye 


fe) 


2 lines lost. 


[-. + poe. . | 
hgiecetees |yrral, 
[...-. leyx-9 


[. . .|ravAovarbep| 
(Beokeyals Je avKopupar| 


|. .vepovAeyoper| 


|... .latavpwved 


ne Ee yr poPapl 
rare is Jour[-|r - pol. . . .jrrapol 
lee eee eee \onoavavéay: 


[. .Janréory pnornpioy 
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wuly--v-vu-p VE de- 


180 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


J 


2 s > X 
2[-v—vu—v amlelpovas apeTas 


a 


VU US ¥] TPOTTAKTLKS. 


s|- “¥ walrpwiav: di- 
5 | 


—u-—v]a Aadv 
4 ~ 
s[— v — oreda|vorot av 


aotepdvorot viv. [.. .] 
T[-vuvuv—-—lokidgere Moody Fe ae KL 
our 


TOY amd TOV €.[.]. Kav. 
Zn(vd5oros) cidAcopay. 


9 


[ 
s[u — uv — vu] modAddku- mady 6€ 
[ 


—Y— © var. 


ae 
(Rosie gaa wv te Ocoreciov dédrfetpat (?) 
| putho oD oO OOoc ] érreo(. ] 
PRca ocr uae lov [ay]Aadv 7 és avdAdyv [ gletiers Jos rv av . 
eh 
2 lines lost. 
[ lee Piral 
[ Wes. | 
oes sot owe |yerral 
hoe | ayxible 
[. . .|ravAoy aidep| 
eer ste le av Kopuday | 
[palvepov Aeyoper| 
Is +. «|e, Tavpay él] 
Ko ieaGec tet jv mpo Baplod (?) 
[adseete vs -Jou7[.|7 . fol. . . .|rapol 
lear are KeAdlonoay avddy: 
[evjavréot xpnoTHpLoy 
Fr, x6 


Su 
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2 Ps crue avatars 5 ]xov 
ght seal (lees ary Serna aca a lvovo xeaSnoadupvouc 
Ween asiesieh Fae auelee jets |rrov . [.] . apagsrov 
[Sectesaetese tver,eyehery fue ]- cuptaccavemrmrod.|: 
ak Soe ae goa |ravovappa 
URS Aurrtoa pee oat fice tn ete jov: 
LOPS ce cena. et |SoupavouvreuTremAwiOvyarpt 


pvapl. jou. |ackopal.Jotrev 
paxaviavddopev: 
[-]uprgl. . -Jpavdpovppever 
[.JorcoavevdeAtk@viadwy 

15 Badecaverdl. .|roveper[. .]i].]optatoodor: 


e“oldeTouTo. . veda 
os 
[. . . .|a@avar[.y7ropov 
Two fragments from Fr. 16 (?). 


Os CAs eee By, |g ks Peek Ae C8 pe 
opnpou| ] - oo 


lovrecal 


emreda| 


a) 


]. - a7[-Javré 


10 |r re ea0a{.| AeXooemttyHvAoXetav 
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Teta shi Oe aca tar ]xov 
5 [ 5.0 0-0 St DO Giget o tpvous keAadyoad” tpvous. 
PMs Ness: ayiech aes ijrrrov . [.]. apagirov 
eis cio Raa err er are a |. Suplas av’ trois}: 
oreR eT hy ose as, 4848 m\ravov appa 
Dh ancien a ede jov- 
Oy) eras) Bi sonra ont ] & Ovpavod 7 edrérdo Ovyarpi 


Mvapfojot[yja Képalijoé 7 ev- 
paxaviay didédpev. 
[Tluparal? yalp dvdpav dpéves 
[dloris dvev0’ ‘EXtkorviddor 
15 Babeiay edO[dv|rav epevr[a clopiars dddv- 
avr, or ém. euol dé Todrofy dLéda- 
[kav] &0dvar[o|y mévov 


Bre 27, . 
‘Opijpov [ 
lévres af 
émel Sal 


-[ 


Io |r os éo Oat] Aéxos emi tiv Aoxetav. 
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2 , 
|wrovekaep 

| 

] 


Fr19, Col. ti, with: Fre2o. 


, ovAeyetatr . |jpral 
édo| he yetarr. Jpval 
al vou 
DI joeooare 
heujcerch niet Jal 

8 
[.Juvac-rimreroopal 
ndLoaouKebeAo| 
KolovduyaTnpm, 


amloTépl.\dedo|.Jxaka . | 
| a 

depivertred|.|yel 

wv. 
pipbeioavevayeametpavgpayvnvall  . .javaye, 
Kadl.lovtimivoptvylavvadvraimaral 
mepopntod em aryatovOapa: 
TACOKPATLOTOG —-kapriaTos- 
epacoarouty ber 


To€opopovredeaauyovoy 


I | 
| 5 vTedog|. .\Ta apa... _leooerat 
juxaior[. .] . vor 
|repatvois 


|varroxatmarpoo-up 


IEE 


20 


25 


30 


21, 


| Ke) 
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a 
Jorov €xaép- 


Y | 


edo| A Jit amo pial 
a |vous 
é| Jo €ccaro | 


[enaiee earn a 

[elovas: rh melocopa{c... 

9 Alds ovK eOédolioa . . 

Koiov Ovydznp ai 

dmitd plo dédo[iJka xa . | 

dé puv év medfdlydce... 

pipOcioav evavyéa mrétpav havivat [| ? vjavayel 
kad[élovré puv “Optvylay vairar wddat. 
mepopnto & én Ailyaiov bapa: 

TAS 6 KPATLOTOS  Kdprioros 

épdocato px Gels 


Togopbpov TerX€cat yévov: 


Txt | 
].v TéAros [€o]rare apa... .] Eoreran 
Tye ovf. .] . vov 
| mepaivols 


3 \ Si 7 ig 
|v amo Kal Twarpos’ vp-(y . .) 
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Pine cen ce tan os Fig. es PY ood. ae eles Pr 25: 
lies 
v Jel Jive Bevel 
Igloaeere[ Int J 
| copes : 


| 


Miscellaneous unplaced fragments. 
Pr26.. ; : ; Fr, 27°(to Fr, 267). 


ona WE [ vel 
[eesereiae eee ]. vrevedl par pol 
[Jrmeocerxeapge « -[ Joorgl 
TimapO|. votovvToAl 
5 Xe -]ev7 - Appl 
Kp9- orden ayAao 
eae feoemirpnvial 
[- - -Joro[. -Jof- erp 
[... -\wevricay « [ 
to [....]. [. -Jupnde 
[seater seenmens \e- wpe 


Beginnings of lines. 


Ls 0 Rae aera Fr; 20. 4): Pr.30, 
- [Jeol ¢{ ra 
oBabudt -[ -[ 
inveTratpe| 
dapovabal 
Let seit ee dt ee RR Se 
ex| seal 
yal oe 
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IRIE, DD). 
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|s (op ene 


Fr. 28. 


] 
| 


2 Oe ee Fr. 27; cb se 
cine Wl | vl 
(eatery et |. vreved, | parpol 
[t|rmuos fy’ audi. . [ Jooral 


TL mrapOlély@ adv Tod 
XE. Je vnret OF ph 
Kpdv\ov dap dyraol 
[aerors jus ew "Iopnviais 
[. . -JoA@f. -Ja[. Jer 
[eens LEvTES “CU | 
[a esse) ilps pepo 
fencer: le wee 
[.. » - ovjusono 


. [Jeo] 

@ Babvd[o€ (?) 
inte mat pe 
dapov ‘Adalva 
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Ends of lines. 


Loo ee | feet, er Ge Fr. 34. 
le - LJ } 
leroapugl. . /Baxer| Jou 
|roALov 


Jool-] . egovenedarol 


5 JaApan Fr. 35. 
|vov jécdear| 
]. werd]. veil wv 


Br, 36 | nes 7 ee Fr, 38; 
] }.[ ] 
] ie lot 
J Jov avag 
jac | ; 


Fragments having blank margin above. 


Fir. 20. Fr. 40. Lat eee ae Fr 43. 
a |kougl Jarror{ JOS. . Aer 
iran. | a Le Cee: [ae 
Fre 43. Fr. 44. 
Jed] Ipeo - [ 


Fragment having blank margin below. 
Freas, 


vod 


Brees. 


5 
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Wy: 
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wot, 
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5 Jour: of 
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Fr. 48. + 
(ean 
Jpaxapor| 
gL 
Jagoptay 
Br! Fr. 52. 
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Scholia. 
PRO R pe) me Pte oe Ay ea ee Pr 00a. 
Jade] is 
jpavreval ] Jevor. ike 
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Jooe.[...- Jey [ 
Jef | 


A eo sie pee Ef On Sarma FEST eh ake Fr93. 
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-[ es! Jodeyerl 
ETO wane sk tee Biegae eae Drs) tee Br; : 
] Jovrol ] Jacbu[ 
1 ace inae IB Bsa 
noetonoay, ly: : 
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| arian By) EN DrOs Bec he Brg: -% 
] ] Ipal 
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lal ] 
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Br c0on 4" 2m a Pro, 
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] ] 
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gee e Fr, 66. 
ore Jol 
} pavretaL : 
ile ctl Jvopou yev[6jpevor Sux[ 
. 5 : ppl. jrar.] . (. . Japal 
Jooe.[....]eL.v [ 
cue 
ME O0 2 ion. Ei One aa Bre 7. 
ov(tws) . [ | dtrodoyee. . Pasi 
tTrpool jou kai 0. [ ‘|pikeo[, 
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Pi oe : : Bea 
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Fr. 82, Col. i. 
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]. [.JumatpookAu 
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].v.. Toex[. x 


Fr. 82, Col. ii, 


(eneredasers Ja7o|.. JromAnpeol 
[. . «]reAcoesevOewor oc S| 
evuTv.ovOuT EA EwEMT EAE, 


omevoovrexraygevretep| 
SatpoviovKeapodroat 
cloTovaxacapap 
Kaito.atdexopupaiod 
= wa 
Ve We 
patvehoyov-wravan| 


pl: Jomakpoviwr:rédeicol 
7. |Tpopevavirdbaval 
vixadapdavOaceKa | 

( ror cHewroomdayy[ 
péporcarovd avep-edog| 


TekelyTdpPopovepd 


Piape tir 


Plate III. 
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VIII. [@HBAIOIS >). 


Fr. $2* Colvi: 


éxplnoev pavtevopévo 
eEqAGes ylelvenv Sf. . 
Tqv 6 8 Ilfvdap[os]} 
héyer Sti Expyoe Tatra alit@ & Oeds Hvirfa]..e 
5 ]pevov tév mote éev- 
odpevov (2) Jou) 
é 


pees ’ 
|1yTe. avatpe- 


Bévros ].[o]v matpds Kdv- 

pévou td Tlepuqpous (?) jj... Kal 6 xpy- 
IO opos apovrp lee otpatet- 

eoOar ént Of |Pas 


] 
] 


|ras 
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] ov Expple 
15 €]katepos 


].v..70 ex[.Jxe( ). 
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20 omevdovt’, exrayfé O lep[drarov 
Satpovioy Kéap ddoat- 
gt otovaxais adap, 
kal rowdde Kopupa od- 
& 7 


fawev Adyov: @ mavdni[epoy ev- 


25 pivjoma Kpoviwy, redeis afd viv trav mddat 


mlelrpopéevay mada a- 


vika Aapdavidas ‘ExdBla ppdoev dwir (?) 


[dv] mor «ldev brd omddyx{[vols 
pépoica tévd avép, eogle de 
30 Texelv trupddpov ‘Epifydy 
F 
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Lar eirelay 


35 
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df t 
exaTovxepaakAnpat| 


tNLovTracadvuwenin 
Karepetwaréetmrede . | 
[.... .ja:repacumval 

ovrwaal 
[oe ws JNerpopadera 

Frs. 83 and 84. 

lever 
lee . [ 
onl 
Ter 


KL 
of 
Aoim[ 13 letters JvdAl.] .[ 


col ] 


parampagor[. .|Kkdiwo- 
KAvrolpavTi. .jamoAAw@voo: _eywxpu” 


[.]y@pevumepyOovos —_#9T0B0Aoyooen7| 
wKeavovdepSocerekal 


5 [.|répr’ wxeal. jv _TavTacKarerpykerovo| 


loxp 


Fr. 86. Fr. 87. 
6 poa6r[ eval 
Wrentkal Javorgapl.|v . [. .] 
jocodAvz7[ sei: 
|\repraraul Javrovepy oviepor[ 
i Jouf \ral. .jévrec: 


} 


10 


15 


Fr. 
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éxaTroyxetpa, akAnpa [dé Bi. 
"IXtov wacdv viv én mr édov 


Katepeia eeime Oe . [ 


Re enckesrs la tépas bmvalréov 
ovTws af 
AG lame) 45 Ac mpopdbera 


Frs, 83 and 84. 


ool 13 letters lua 


pey| ob Oo So Ca oad o 1 \av & émos avr(i Tod) maoaly rhv ddnPeav (*) 


KALOel|s] Exoluvdoato| odiorr, 
pada mpagov [di]xalos. 


KArvTol pdvrifes| “AmédAAwvos, — ey Xpto(urmos ?). 


elym pev wrép yxOovos piyro®? 5 ddyos be 7 
ee ee ee 
86. Frey: 
alvdpos dre |vool 
\rpn Kal ] dvotgapley . [. .] 
Jos o¥ Aut[ds (?) T\avt@v épywv lepetiaror (?) 
djreprare . | |ral. .Jévres: 
5 } ouf 
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Fr, 88. Fr, 89. Fr. go. : 
mep| Bal v--l 
[-]op{ b¢{ [toopubpooepa{ 
[.]. Auf ]érkel. |opevr dl 
: "|roxtov[ 
5) 
Fr. gt. Fr. 92: : Fr. 93. Fr. 94. : 
Jatr| | [ ea } 
|urn| ] : avd Tre Jv7[. . « Jvecwupvel 
eof Joma pl Jeasoronl ul. vor 
lew! Jadcoors{ Jomdéu{ J apf. vranel 
5 Jrov| fess) beat } 
Jan } wf 
Jen{. J. - Svat ee ares 
atoll oi7o oll 
Fr. 95. ee Fr--96. Pe07. : Fr. 98. : 
JAopev Bpacvol Jadear[ | 
yn vraxyu| ] ja. [ 
Jag@ewpovoal Jarcfgavd, ] €la o[ 
akohovO[, lurvevo| 
5 Jevriotperal : ; ] 
pearl 
Bragg: ed Fr. 200. ; Pretor. Br. 20274. 
rere J. of] eal Jagu 
Ja-mroAAal Joeraul Jato oy ee 
panes 
Fy 105 iT oTOAs i. (yy ae, Frearogy ye Feroti 
one 1. of )-f Ir 
ten Ul leo [ ley baat 
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lord p| Jeats: op . . : 
Ja Atos: if ] émdos [re ] “Aplic(rapyos?) a]iv rot. 
I et si ] 
] wl 
ee 5 sek 
Br 95. Ef.00. 
JAopev Opacus [ 
Hott v raxi{s 
Jas @e@ povoal ] ’AAegava[p 
—GKodov8[ 
5] & reo peral je mvevol 
 par[r 
Breg9: . 
rere 
Ja: modal 
} [ 
ew Loose. 
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Fr. go. ae 
me | 
] toépvOpos épailvero (2) 
X]@Arke. Je pev rd 
b\r6 Kiov[ 
Te 


[ 


— Brc04e% 
jt ] 
Ir prof. . Jew tpveliv 
ul. .] very 


Tov avOpwa[ov 


\ern - EE 
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70 
EP UOT Seng. 8 <e-- fepae Frro8. ; °.. . Frégeg, = 0 Pee 
] Jooodu Jeo JAl 
Jpwrocant. |Sapvnadapyyl, dey « Jovel 
| . . ° 
} 
|e dy i aren LIC ev he dealer ae ee a Fr. 114. 
] ] J J 
J ] \yia ] 
\évaf Jovrxapi7| ] Jotext 
Wie. [Ml j 
tall Gens Breii0es. | 1 ge ee es Fr, -118._< 
ad] v ]. mer| lk 
Jrowup eal Jao xf 
yap a ] 
Je. 
Yet iGe 5 cats Beg 2Cy ee! ae Pests tote 
ieeto al ] Wek. ( 
lev[.-. - J.-E | 
ee ] 
| hae ie ae th yar ee 1 ey Ne ee Fr. 125. 
] Al ] ] 
]. gapL.JeL at ] Jo6e[ 
J ek Jogerf Jovmaf 
Jal Jravo[ Poet 
J 
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GeLO ge Gwe ee sl Ma see wens Fr. 108. . 


| 


mlp@ros an[o] dapyns dapyn|popixor (?) 


Fr, 116. 
y 
| 76 K¥p{vov 
} yap | 
(eas 
Fr, 424. 


} 
Jeger 


Jnavo 


] 
} dper( Ja 


mploadei[ov (? ) 
J.v 


Ge 
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D Colla (Fr 126, Cols 1). 
Opposite lines 16-17. 


ie 
le 


ats 


Col. ii (Fr. 127 and Fr. 126, Col. ii). 
Fr. 127. 


Fer 136; Cols ii 

[. Javog| 

nl-Japroog| 

L-épparor| 

nrovt| 

He yerovy| 

vOaTiCaKor] 
nvoriov9er, 
nHEeyadokoTon| 


nmaparovore|, 
Col. iii (Fr. 128, Col. i). Plate III. 
Opposite 1. 37. Opposite ll. 40-41. 
ho Jopouc 
|ratou 
}eteAAopeva 
Opposite 1. 44. Between Il. 47 and 48. 


Lovey wud. J 
Joovval.] 1. 
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IX. - (OHBAIOIS}. 


otp. a 1i[Axris dediov, Ti modvoKorre pHoeat, 1 
2([@ parep bupdtov; dotpoyv vréprarov a. 


s[év dpépa Kremtopevoy (Lv) COnkas apdyavor] 


slicxty 7 dvdpdow kal codpias 6dédv,] 
5  [emloKxorov adtpamby éoouvpéva) 

2 - 7 aA 7 
o[eAatvery Ti vedrepov  ma&pos ;] 
1[@\Aa oe mpds Ads, immocba Oods,| 
3 [ikerevm, amrjpova] 
oes] dA[Bov tid Tpdroo OnBats,| 


th - 7 
m\or[via, mayKolvov Tépas. 


avT. a 1[-jpaf- vu -vu-uv-vuY¥ 
a[—- -$v-yv—--vu-vY 
3 [U]@voo[— — modr€éuo1o 8 cdma Pépets Tivds, 


«7 [klaprod g[Olow, 4 viderod abévos 
18 st(mlépparov, [) ordoww ovrAopévav 
7) movtiov Kevéwow (Vv) am mrédov, 
) mayerov x[Oovds, 7 voriov Oépos 
etdatt (akd7|@ péov 

A vériov O(épos) év [go vdros mei (?) 

) peyadokdty [VdaTc.. . 

4 mapa 70 vorelpév. 


o[%) yalav katakddcaca Ohjoets| 
3 lal ? J 3 ~ , 
20 10[avdpav véov €€ apxas yévos:] 
ém. a 1 [ddrogpdpopmat ovdev bre mdévtov péta meicopat] 


Lines 22-33 lost = ep. 2-10, str. 1-3. 


Opposite Il. 40-41. 


Joyous 
|tarou 


értteAASpeva, 
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Colav(Pr125. Coban, Plate III. 


et[.]t[.JAeoOnv 


ExpavOnvuTrodatLovi@lT Lvl 
Ton. .Junvimireyer : 2 
35 AexetTeAacapBpoclwiperiag av'eyy| 
Hi. Jravdournvadnvur[.Jid0v0 evTovTe| 
ayavovkahapaovvayevOpsov pel 


TOLOTOLNPATL 


TL 


pndecoiteppevoovp|.|repavyapiy 
Aravévockal] ra] Bore 


porraracar|.|\riBeiorex val. .|c 


r 
. 


40 xpnornptor|. .| . [.]Aov7[. .|e-  roevOn| 
evarTivepovevpuBravOeuiT| 


45 


efalpeTovmpoparaverex{ 


Kopapl.]yetomKeavoupertacéomvbi| 


|. . .|Kkddpovorparovkaicedbourro| 


> 
ak EpoeKoLamadrEepavopéar 


emeTpeWaceKkaTiaaogpovoc: 


t 
kKalyapoTrovTocopo|. 


mrepiahAaB potwyTiev 


.|plarvdviv 


eupiTOUTETUVETELVEX@POV —weTamTo| 


[. .]ke[ 
Katy{ 


4\ 
€vart| 


4 


aryl 


Ber 


anager. .... .|éo 


Frs. 129-31, Col. i. 


Jadctav 
]. oXpu 
].«a..[...].[. Jakovra 
]npt°KattoutovKares Par 
|p|. |vSuvaravewatk|, jivadtoau 


]. [-JaAurmprov 


Joi]. [... 2... Jul. . ]&arovecorat 
Jac 
|Aovor [irene Jaraikaipetaravta 
? |xovyapo[...... Jrvyoou" rvareyermnvecov 
Sa Juvder[.Jp[...... ]tl. .] . eoXeovvaderavtwititapy cia 


lee J79[.Jpovavan[. Jorvyooexetwox|.jLopnpog 
eyet 
JAA 


evyaer|....]...[.] .api{ Wwoobiaecl. .Jov 


anopeptaOnoomevayt . [ 


JacayiaOnool, vey 
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énre]t[e]|AcoOny. 
tA 
oTp. B 4 €xpdvOnv bd Satpovio twi 
T® Plolunviw A€yet. 
35 5 A€xee méAas auBpocim Medias — avr(i roi) eyy[¥s 700 iepod (?) 
Ble]r adrod thy gdry (a)n[o]b5ous. ev 7ovTw [ 
s ayavoy Kaddu@ ouvdyev Opoov uel 
TOS Topacr, Ty 
vpnder{ait re dhpevos byulelrépav yxapuy. 
s AlTavevm, ExaPdre, 
» Mocatas advialridels téxvalio|s 
40 10 xpnoTHptoy — ~— dov7[v|L, 7d é& @n[Bas ‘Lopnvor. 
avt. B 1év @ Thvepov evpuBiav Oepiz[wv more 
2 e€aiperov mpopdtav érexiev EXEL 
sKkopa plijyeto “Qxeavod Media céo Ivbile: 
«[7@] Kadpou otparov Kai Zedbov wd[rw, 
45 5s akepoeKoua matEep, avopéas 
, 7 4 7 
6 emeTpEas EKaTL TAOppovos. 
‘ \ £ a ? 7 i 
7kKal yap 6 movtios Opolot|piawva viv 
ameplardra Bpotay Tiev, 
o Evpimov re avuvétewve x@pov peramolpevOjvar A€éyeras (?) 
Frs. 129-31, Col. i. 
] ’AAckay- 
].$ xpu- 
% |xe ].na..[...].[. Jaxovra 
évvaeT|npido(s) Kail todrov Kalec@ar 
Kal xl ]pl.Jv Stvarar elvar k[.jiva Sts av- 
|. LJ dAuraprov 
evar|[a Jal]... 2.5 Jul. .] dd rod € éara 
A€ 
Stu yos JAovor[. .. divjarar nal pera radra 
5 Be Sp|cov yap S[etvod S]rvyds US(aros) twa réyer Tyverdv 
5 JuvBer[.Jp[..--.. HU. .] . Coxe cuvdderav 76 Titapyoio 
anras o7|. sags .|§0 . [ [kat d]rd[plpotav anid] Sruyds exer as k[a}l “Opnpos 
Aeyer. 
; JAA 
évvaer[npis] . ..[.].7() “Api[(atapxos ?) |v ds bid € e[rlay 


dropepisOnoopevav 7 .[ Kjat ayvoOnao[uelvwr, 


76 


Irer32. 


Fr. 134. 
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Two fragments perhaps from this column. 


]elBapl 
} 
wor] 
] 


fe) 


] 
Jaoradiovg[ 
Jorwdamr0dda[ 
Kab 
Jaravdpovexdi[ 
" exdexpyrnool 


20 


Bry 333; 


Fe. 1313'Col, a1. 
- [-JaAAl 
ep[. .)cdo[ 
Tyo mel 
Aeyeral 


yraprr| 
Wavrecail 
Tmatnpoe[ 
katypuoo| 
&yhoeracr| 
TroALaoy| 
aorototte| 
Eevoxad| 

Tak[ 

erral 

epov| 

Tipe. . .Jppevepl 
épwvderral. Jeecvouf 
(evx Beioan|.JoBdul 
viovérirég[.|u-rova . [ 
KduromdyreeoTou9 


Be 135. 
Jpooul 
‘rar 
ror} 
Jord 
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Col? it: 
. [JaAAL 
ep[. Sof 
THs pul 
Aéyera[e 
yvaprr| 
Wavres auf 


Io 


15 
avr. ? 


20 


Fr. 134. 


maTnp del 

kai xpuoo| 

aynoerat 7 

moAtdoyx[ 

darotot Tel 

£evoxad| 

Tak| 

eral 

épov [ 

tly pely mdélp piv <plep (?) 
éuiv b€ ma[p] Keivois ... 
(evxPetoa m[ploBdplios... 
vidv ére réglee tov a.[ 


i - 
KAvropdvties TO Of 


] 
K]aorddXiov o[ 


éjorw 8 ’AnddAal[y 
ixaB[vo (?) 

kjat dvbpav éxdi[« 

jit( ) & 88 Kpnrns of 
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5 jSeAsporod evcauee, 5 |pool 
Wwopovupol ; 
|o 6nBaocampog|, 


| 


Joo Sekadiocapr® . [ 


10 | 
}y 
BEG ok Lb see ey ap a 7 Pr 59d: pee 
deol jel Jenor[-oul 
Jreoy| Jeoxel J 
eeu 


Joka 
Fr. 139 ; 
Wetien oo08 ] 
[Pral. JorovrncavrAsooro{ 
\rnvavAdaxarorovow pay evel 
Fragments which may belong to either C or D. 
| ls 67 Co whale ae Hepidices = aan: Ae OTA We Pa Pre 49. -. 
Ea ] : le 
Jezol ee }-[ re 
Weep ; oe 
\krev{ ]. rol Joxcol Jack of 
lypnol ee ? : ~ aaa 
<0 
al 
Exide eee fy ON Posh Tn AAS tc) 2.4 Pk Reker on eee mele 
\xcao[ Jeror[ Jago[ jer [ 
Jrevropew{. je [ Secor Jreel Jor[ 


te [Jeo -[ }4Boj 
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5 olf AeAdol bev kal K[ 


| opévupol 
\s OnBaiors pool 


Jos. eixadios ’Apia(rapxos?) . [ 


10 ] 
|v 
Bie tg7. 2 se Hijo so) 1 ar, ces os 
jo, nor japdéy | 7| “Iop[nvor (?) 
| Epxe[oOax (?) ] 


|s kai 


Jo( ) wat [ei]s tov rHs AtAos mo[pOudv( *?) 
Tos] THY AvAtba KaToKovaw payTeve[cba (?) 


Fr. 144. 
|xtao| 
Jre bropeiy[al:. 


freca = Lao .[ 


] 
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1 eo a PR 40s Frc050;- sj. 3 Peet s © 
]. dao jav ] ]éa 


Eg 52 6) Progen o. 6 i ans oo Peer opeae Fr. 155. 

Jor ] «ef 
= al ker 
vif 

| Co gees Us ype ee Fr. 158. 
lau Javen| ]- af 
]. of 
]. eof 
Mri so, eS ok PAE LOG o) ceria i Fr. 161. 
Jaxp7or[ re Jrogiop| 
} 1st | 


} 


Fr. 162. 


\yradtav . | 
} eveatdpoval 
J tov7’ ral 


] 


I. For tHe THepans. 


1-10. ‘ Ere the pains of old age draw nigh let a man clothe his mind with cheerfulness 
and be content in due measure, seeing the power that is set in his house. Oh joy! 
Now the consummating year and the Hours, children of Themis, have come to the horse- 
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Pres, 
oul 
vif 
BERIGOM se Beate Ere 261. ae a a 
Jaxen( ) o7[ Jros Iop[ yy (?) 


| } 
J } 


Fr, 162. 


ra Viav Jf 
] & «al répov af 
] touvr( ) kal 


] 


loving city of Thebes, bringing Apollo’s garlanded feast. May he long crown the 
generations of the citizens with the flowers of sobriety and good government.’ 


1. The letter before the lacuna may also be o. For mpi... mpiv cf. Pyth. ii. g1-2 
mpdabe ... mpiv. 


G 
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3. idov «rd. seems to be epexegetical of emt pérpa, i.e. the more a man has the 
greater should be his thankfulness. oixd@eros is a new compound. 

6 Gepiyovo: cf. Pind. Fr. 30 G€uw .. . Goxov Aids .. . d d€ tas xpvodpmukas ayAaoxdprovs 
rixtey adabéas “Qpas. 

8. daira pdnoorépavoy: i.e. the festival of the Daphnephoria, which was celebrated 
at Thebes in honour of Apollo Ismenius every ninth year; cf. Frs. 107 and 129-31. 

g. [raly 8é: or [rd]yde, which Prof. Bury would prefer. For ¢penro: cf. Pyth. iv. 240 


ia Le ¢ , * 
orepavort Te vly 7ro.as €pemTov, 


II. For tHe ABpERITES. 


1-5. ‘Abderus with breastplate of brass, son of the Naiad Thronia and Poseidon, 
beginning from thee I will pursue this paean for the Ionian folk, hard by the shrine of 
Apollo of Derenus and Aphrodite .. .’ 


1-2. This statement of the parentage of Abderus differs from the common version, 
according to which he was a son of Hermes (Steph. Byz. s. v.”AS88npa, Apollodor. Bz6/. ii. 
5. 8). [Naidjos is due to Bury; it would be natural to make the paramour of Poseidon 
a Naiad. Some such epithet as edxAéos would also be suitable, but that word is too long for 
the space. Abderus is said to have been beloved by Heracles, who founded in his honour 
the city of Abdera after he had been killed by the horses of the Thracian king Diomedes. 
It is noteworthy that, while Apollodorus /.¢. calls Abderus Aoxpés ¢€& ’Orotvros, according 
to the Tabula Farnesiana (C. I. G. 5984, c. 12 sqq.) he was a Opomds, i. e. a native of the 
Opuntian Thronium. That city was supposed to have been named after the nymph 
Thronia (Schol. //. B 533), and the statement of the Tab. Farn. evidently reflects the same 
version of the legend as that here followed by Pindar. 

@dpaxos was no doubt followed by other words, though there is a short blank space 
after it; matpiou was written by a different hand. 

a [oéblev is used as in Mem.i. 4 Addov kaoryynta, ober ddveris Uuvos épparat béuev aivov, 
the termination -@ev having its proper ablatival meaning, dwé cod thy dpxv AaBadv as the 
scholiast rightly remarks. door ydp «.7.A. explains "Ido. For the colonization of 
Abdera by the Teians in the middle of the sixth century B.c. cf. Hdt. i. 168, Strabo 
xiv. p. 644. 

4. [d\ofo: cf. Simonides Fr. 29 xaurvdov pédros Siakov, and Lsthm. iii. 21 (iv. 3) aperas 
duro Sudkew. pt could be read in place of the doubtful o, but [mat \av" a{va|iiéo, though 
it might be supported by an appeal e.g. to Js/hm. vi. 2 Sevdrepov kpatipa Mowaloy pedéov 
kipvapev, is less suitable to {cédlev. 

5. [Anlpnvov: cf. Pindar Fr. 63 (schol. ad Lycophron Alex. 440 Anpatvov Kuves) Anpatvos* 
Téros oUTw Kadovpevos év ABSnpas, évOa Anpaivov “AmddAXevos iepdv eat, 08 prnuovever Kal Tlivdapos 
év Waaow. The majority of the MSS. of Lycophron show the spelling Anpaivov, one, Par. A, 
having Ae«p, A supplement of three letters would suit the papyrus better than one of only 
two, but there is hardly any difference in the space occupied by 7 and e. There was 
perhaps a reference to the temple after [é}ou [, as in the scholium on Lycophron /. c. 

The papyrus consistently makes this verse end with two short syllables in synaphia 
with the verse following ; the division adopted in the text at the fourth syllable of 1. 6 
has the advantage of placing the sy//aba anceps at the end of the verse. An apparently 
mistaken division occurs also in the fourth line of the epode ; cf. note onl. 25. 


; 24-36. % . I dwell in this vine-bearing fruitful land of Thrace; may mighty time 
in future days ne er weary of a stable course for me. Young is my city, yet I have seen 
my mother’s mother stricken with foemen’s fire. But if a man in succour of his friends 
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fiercely withstands the enemy, his efforts coming to the conflict in season bring peace. 
O Paean, to whom we cry, we cry! may Paean never leave us.’ 


24. vaio: the speaker is the personified Abdera. 

25. The marginal « marks the gooth line; cf. introd. and 659.67. We transpose 
-ody re kai to this verse in order to avoid the internal hiatus kal et«apmov. 

26-7. Cf. Ol. viii. 28-9 6 8 eravréhdwv xpdvos toiTo mpdoowy ph xduot, and for eumredos, 
Nem. vii. 57 Moipa réXos euredov dpege. 

28-9. parpos parép’ evas: i.e. Athens, which took a prominent part in the colonization 
of Teos (Strabo xiv. p. 633, Pausan. vii. 3. 6) which in turn was the parent-city of Abdera 
(cf. schol. on 1. 3 above). The meaningless erexovy of the papyrus requires some such 
emendation as that adopted in the text. The mark of length enclosed between two dots 
over the second syllable of ¢umav was intended to replace or to be an alternative to the 
quantity mark first written. The ais long in uray, short in uma. Either a long or short 
syllable would be admissible at this point; cf. 1. 65. For ed{ Bury suggests éX{wdor as 
a gloss on kdpor. 

31. dpxéoy is to be scanned as a disyllable. The marginal note édv ev xat[pd is a 
paraphrase of the text and may be restored in various ways. 

32. Cf. Pyth. vili. 10-1 tpaxeia Svopevéwy travtidéaca xpare. The interlinear €, 
signifying a variant tmavridger, is not certainly by the first hand; the present tense is 
probably sound. In the marginal note opposite this line (and also in that on 1. 34) it 
is not clear whether 8Jvatat is used impersonally = ‘The sense of the passage is,’ as 
apparently in the scholium on 1. 36, or whether 6 pdx@0s is the subject, for which cf. 1. 73 
Svvara dupoer droKtevet. 

34. For xaraBaivev here cf. Pyth. viii. 78 pérp@ xataBaivew, though whether the verb 
in these two passages means ‘to descend into the arena’ or has a wider sense ‘to 
proceed’ (with seasonableness or moderation), is uncertain. The former meaning is very 
appropriate in the present context. 

37-8. The scholium [8u|vara. . . . Afjppo apparently refers to ddAxé, though it does 
not seem very apposite. Perhaps # should be read for }; of the following letter only the 
barest vestige remains, but this, so far as it goes, suits the base of a 7, In the second 
scholium we suppose that kat, which is in a different hand from that of O€w(v) .. . dadrats, 
indicates a variant dd«ka for the dAxai of the text; cf. 1. 40 8ao1g, IV. 4 caro. It is true 
that there is only a very slight remnant of the supposed mark of short quantity above 
adxa, but there is certainly a trace of ink which it is not easy to interpret otherwise. The 
remainder of the note cites in comparison another passage of Pindar (Fr. 213), to which 
may be added Jsthm. v. 44-5 Tereixtora S€ maddar mipyos iyndais aperais dvaBaivew, Why 
the citation is introduced by the word @ew(v) is not clear. Possibly @eé» occurred 
in the lacuna before d\ké. To connect Oew(v) with kat and suppose a crasis of xal aidéoy 
is unsatisfactory on account of (1) the difference in the hands, (2) the absence of diaeresis 
over 1, (3) the difficulty of completing the sentence [— uU kaidéwv|. A better hypothesis, 
we think, is to regard ©é#(v) as a critic who read dda; cf. the references to Zenodotus 
and others in ll. 61, [V. 58, &c. The grammarian Theon, who flourished about the time 
of Augustus, wrote commentaries on poets, and it has been argued from an allusion in 
Schol. O/. v. 42 that these included a work on Pindar; cf. Susemihl, Gesch. der Griech. 
Litt. ii. pp. 218-7. This view is now corroborated by the papyrus. Syoroy in the citation 
is inferior to the ordinary reading vyov and is probably due to the occurrence of tvyoroy 
in 1. 38, where the superlative is appropriate. At the end of that line a is most 
probably the termination of a verb, and iorar|a (Bury) has the advantage of being possible 
with either dAxat or édxd. Other possibilities are yiver|ae or perhaps éooer a, though a future 
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is not so natural; verbs like atperat or BddAerae would necessarily involve ddkg. The 
supposed a may, however, be », though that is a less suitable reading. 

39-44. Bury proposes to restore these lines as follows: pdpvapar pay [edrAdpooe ddo|s* 
[epxos dé Too leSdveolv ylevos inmav [péya’| rv yap dvropevev [mdAepov dra] péeper ba [kpaurvov, 
mupds w|\s oédas. For dvropéevov médepov cf. Mem. 1. 67-8 drav Oeot. . . paxav dvridfoow, and 
for dvropévov ... dvra, Isthm. vii. 28 dovydy dvra épwv (?) evavtio orpate. This ingenious 
restoration is attractive, but it is not very close to what the scholiast gives as 10 vdénpa. In 
1. 44 the vestige before vedas would suit «, but a supplement of 14 letters is rather long ; 
kpaurvot would be slightly shorter and perhaps clearer. In ]. 41 on the other hand peya 
is hardly sufficient. 

40. The marginal 8aforg with mark of length above a drew attention to the disyllabic 
scansion of the word in this passage, as also in Vem. viii. 28. There is no necessity to assume 
that the « was wrongly marked with a diaeresis in the text. 

4t. Cf. Ol. v. 21 MoceSaviaow tmmoe emirepropevoy, and the reference to 7 tos in 
the scholium opposite ll. 43 sqq. At the beginning of the verse Blass suggested tia e. 
For the metrical arrangement of the lines here cf.1. 5, note. 

46. p0ovet suggests that | waviee not |tuay fe is the right division. jpaview is not found 
elsewhere in Pindar, but paws occurs in PyZh. iv. 159. 

48. The scholium here is difficult and apparently corrupt (cf. ll. 57-8, note), and 
owing to the mutilation of the passage to which it refers emendation is hazardous. The 
termination of the participles in the second line is probably -tas rather than -tes; either 
bBptoar or bBpioes may be read, and émtBepévy is just possible in place of émriGe(oGar) 
dv 7, but the letters wey would be run together in an abnormal manner. None of these readings, 
however, produces a straightforward sentence, though the general sense is evident, that 
internal sedition gives external enemies their opportunity. oractalovtas Kat moditevovtas 
might be interpreted in the sense of the revolutionaries and the Government, but it is 
not improbable that some word like dapdpws (Blass) has dropped out after wodtre[U]ovras. 
To the emendation émride(cOar) av (etn there is the objection that the object of émriéerOat 
should be in the dative, not the accusative, and that either oracidtovow dé Kal rodirevovow 
(Siapdpws) Or craciagdvrey b€ Kal rodtrevdvrav (Seapopws) would be expected. Another remedy 
would be to alter 8€ to te and make rods... otacidLovrds (r)e kat wodttedovtas the subject 
of éBpioa, inserting dere (Bury) before wodA@. paddov... % dws would then mean 
‘with more energy, or quickly” This also, however, is hardly convincing ; perhaps the 
corruption goes deeper, and something like «i 4 vdBpis (aipno ec Tovs €v TH TOANEL OTAG. (rye 
kal (duapdpws) modur., TOAAM pAddAov rods em. emirid. dv (ely d&€s was really intended. For the 
omission of dy with ely 6Bpioa cf. e.g. Schol. ad Soph. O. 7. 175 @ddov én’ AA os. A 
dot over the uv of uBpioot possibly represents a diaeresis. The first a in otacialovtas 
was altered from anu 

Whichever view of the scholium be preferred, it seems likely that t8pis or éSpitew 
occurred in the text; cf. the antithesis of rd 8’ e?Sovdla «rd. in ll. 50-2 with the opposition 
in O/. xiii. 6-10 of "YBpis to Evvopia the daughter of e’Bovdos Cues. Bury considers that 
égis in some form may also be restored, and suggests [un mod tBpis édoica révd_e Aladv 
doray [Svonpis d&€as | modepious éndyjo. This may well be the sense, and it is highly 
probable that jo in |. 50 is an optative termination ; but the disparity in the length of the 
supplements proposed for ll. 48 and 50 is too great. 


50-72. ‘But the heart devoted to prudence and modesty ever enjoys gentle peace. 
Such may heaven bestow; the hostile envy of those who are long since dead has now 
passed away; and it is right that a man should take to his forbears a lot rich in glory. 
They gained by war a bountiful land and stored up wealth beyond the borders of Strymon, 


841. PINDAR, PAEANS 85 
the hallowed nurse of wild Paeonian warriors; but an adverse fate fell on them. Yet they 
endured, and the gods at last joined in accomplishing their desire. He who has wrought 
a good deed is made illustrious with praise ; and to them came surpassing glory against 
ae foe before Melamphyllum. O Paean, to whom we cry, we cry! may Paean never 
eave us.’ : 


50. The letters Xe in evBovdcae are corrected. 

52. For éyxeipevoy cf. 659. 48 (Pindar, Partheneion) dv Oddecow eyxemar, and for O4dre 
Pyth. Xi. 53 pakporép@ dh8o teBaddra, ale‘ is the correct Pindaric form when the first syllable 
is long. 

54-6. The vos is that of the gods, traceable in the early vicissitudes of the colony ; 
cf. ll. 63-5 and Pyth. x. 20 pOovepais éx Oey peratporias, The schol. takes ray. ..as equivalent 
to émi rois . . ., but the genitive is more naturally explained as simply objective. The 
reading of the third line of the note is far from secure. The second o of mpoOavéyroy in]. 56 
of the text is corrected from «. 

57-8. The meaning is that the descendant of ancestors who had shown such a good 
example should himself carry to them the tribute of a nobly spent life. Cf. Wem. vi. 46 
érei of (sc. the bards) AlakiSae emropov eEoxov aicav dperis drodekyipevor peyddas, which 
the scholiast explains émed) avrois yopyyiay mapéxovow eraivey of Alaxida. The scholium 
on the present passage Set [tots &|@X(o1s) «.7.A. gives a practical interpretation which diverges 
rather widely from the general precept of the text, though it is not out of harmony with the spirit 
of the passage. It seems necessary to suppose an omission of the final s of tods and 
pédov|ras ; for other mistakes in the marginalia cf. ]. 64 and note on 1. 48. 

61. évkaréOneay: cf. Theognis 276 xpnyara 8 éyxaraéjs. The interlinear insertion 
apparently indicates the not very important fact that a critic whose name began with 
Ar wrote éyxaré@yxav. Which of the commentators on Pindar is meant is however 
not clear; the name is nowhere written out in full, and several other abbreviations occur, 
which may or may not refer to the same person. In the present passage there is ap with 
an angular mark above p, in Fr. 134. 9 (cf. Frs. 82. 35, 94. 3, and 129-31. i) api; elsewhere 
we find a or ap followed by a » having a vertical stroke drawn through the middle: 
for the former cf. II. 75, VI. 89, for the latter VI. 181. af in VIII. 35 may also well be 
one or other of these forms. If they all represent a single name, then that of Aristophanes 
of Byzantium is the most probable. But since Aristarchus, Aristodemus, and Aristonicus 
were also Pindaric critics who are quoted in the extant scholia, and four different compendia 
occur in the papyrus, it is not impossible that there may be references to all four scholars. 
At any rate it seems preferable to differentiate the group having a »’, and here there is 
the choice between Aristophanes and Aristonicus, a grammarian who flourished under 
Augustus and therefore not too late to be mentioned in this manuscript; cf. the possible 
allusion in II. 37 to his contemporary Theon. On the whole we are inclined in view of the 
greater importance of Aristarchus and Aristophanes to suppose that ap and api stand for 
the former, apy’ and a’ for the latter. Some support for the expansion of apy’ as Aristophanes 
is to be found in the Paris Aleman papyrus, where in ii. 3 the analogous compendium 
aptx no doubt stands for ’Apiarapyos, apior® in 1. 32 probably representing *Aptoropdrns. 

63. For rpopod cf. Pyth. ii. 1-2 Supdkooa . . . dvdpav immov te odapoxappay Satpdveae 
rpopot and VI. 14 below. The scholium on @\\a «7.4. apparently refers to the failure 
of a previous attempt by Timesius of Clazomenae to establish a colony at Abdera, 
recorded in Hdt. i. 168 Tyunovos kricas odk dmdvnro GAN ind Opnikav é&edabeis ...; cf. 
ll. 54-6, note. 

65. TedolGow: or Tédo[s éweOnKay ? 

67. The final » of evayopiaow has been deleted (by the first hand ?) by a cross-stroke 


86 THE OXVRHYNCHUS PARAL 


and a dot placed above, but is necessary for the metre. pd¢yew intr. has a similar sense in 
Nem. vi. 38 mapa Kacradiay re Xapirwy éamépios opdde préyev. 

69. MeAduvddov is not otherwise known. According to Pliny, H. N. iv. 11. 18, 
Melamphyllus was the name of a Thracian mountain, and possibly this is here 
meant. 


73-80. ‘“ But they shall put him to confusion when he has come near the river, matched 
with a small array against a great host.” It fell out on the first day of the month; and the 
rosy-footed maiden, kindly Hecate, brought tidings of the word which was about to come 
to pass. And with her...’ 


43-5. The future indicative in @%pce seems unintelligible except on the view that these 
three lines give the substance of an ancient oracle, which Blass suggested may have run 
in some such form as aA’ érdtav rorapa oxeddy €On by Tore hipaet Evtege civ Batoioe modvy 
orparév... The author or occasion of the prognostication was probably named in the 
lost marginal note opposite |. 73. The second o of podovra was corrected from a and 
the final a has also been altered. éy is a Doric form for éov: cf. e.g. C. 1. G. 5774.117, &c. 
évres, Alcman af. Eustath. Od. p. 1787. 43 mapéror. If our reading is correct, the form 
in the present passage had the sanction of Aristophanes (?), there being also a variant éy, 
of which the meaning is not easy to see. The supposed a is however doubtful, the 
remains being an oblique stroke which might be taken for a grave accent. But a grave 
accent here would be mistaken, and the papyrus is distinctly rubbed, while the analogy of 
VI. 89 is strongly in favour of the reading in the text. 

Bury suggests that the word beginning with o in the scholium here and at 1. 105 may 
be the name of the people with whom Abdera was at war, and proposes to make them 
the Thracian Odomanti; but the vestige of the letter after o does not well suit 8. 

77. powxdrea is applied to Demeter in O7. vi. 94, where the epithet has been supposed 
by Boeckh and other critics to refer to the red colours of harvest ; but no such allusion can 
be claimed in the case of Hecate, and no doubt in both passages the adjective is used like 
podomnxus of personal charms simply. 

In the first line of the scholium the letters taken for eA are blotted and apparently 
corrected ; perhaps pdxy'v was the word intended. 

79. €Gédovra = pédAovra, a use which, though not actually found in Pindar, has good 
classical support, e.g. Hdt. i. 109 ei OeAjoer dvaBjva 4 tuparvis. The scholiast gives an 
erroneous interpretation.  dr(ri_rov) (cf. VI. 59, Paris Alcman iii. rz) is written a7 
in ir. 4. 10 and LX ae. 


81. The object of kadéovre is probably Apollo, and éxara-|8éd}e, as Bury suggests, 
is a likely supplement. 


96-108. ‘...the songs invoke (Apollo) on fragrant Pindus, and by the lofty rocks 
of Parnassus the glancing-eyed maidens of Delphi set the fleet-footed dance and sing 
a sweet strain with resonant voice. And for me, O Abderus, accomplishing gracious glory 
of noble deeds, may you prosper the horse-loving host with a final war. O Paean, to whom 
we cry, we cry! may Paean never leave us,’ 


g7—-102. Cf. VI. 15-8. audi inl. 97 does not imply more than vicinity, the scene of the 
choruses being of course Delphi. 


98. 7 in vWndaw was altered from an a. 
99. [édelkdmi[dels (cf. Pyth. vi. 1 Atxdmdos ’Adpodiras) is a very doubtful restoration. 
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The accent and the w are on the main fragment, the xo being on a smaller detached strip 
which extends from this point as far as |, 106 Jo mpofi{; and though metre and sense 
make the place of this strip in Col. viii sufficiently secure, its exact position at |. 99 is 
not certain. The recto being blank gives no assistance. The objection to the reading 
kom is that the accent would be expected to fall more to the right than it actually does; 
of the letter before the supposed @ only a tip remains, and éom would be palaeographically 
rather more satisfactory. The letter after m is represented by the merest speck. It must 
also be noticed that the supplement [«d] scarcely fills the lacuna, and [kadvkmuSes (Bury ; 
cf. Homer, H, Dem. 8, &c.) would in this respect be more suitable, though on the other hand 
in ll, 102 and ro4 also somewhat short supplements in a similar position seem to be justified 
by the context. 5 

100. xad|xéa| can hardly be avoided, for xAal, which might be read, gives no possible 
word. Though at first sight a not very appropriate epithet to apply to the song of maidens, 
a good parallel to xad[kéa] here occurs in Anth. Pal. ix. 505. 15 oxérreo yadkedhovov 
entomépxovaav aodnv MeAmouernv, while the use of xdAxeos of the human voice is as old as 
Homer, e.g. E 785 Srévrope . . . xadxeopave, 2 222 ora xarxeov Aiaxidao. Cf. the name 
Xadxvorn, and III. 94, where xadxéora apparently occurs. 

IOI. xeAadledy}re: or KeAad|gov|rr; but the papyrus gives xporet{yrs in VI. 18, and cf. 
Bacchyl. viii. 43 oikedouw. « Of yAukuy is over an erasure. 

102~3. The right restoration of this passage is not obvious. If the emendation 
mpoB{B8]d¢o. were adopted in 1. 106 (cf. note ad doc.) a satisfactory sense would be obtained 
by reading [yap ejdxdéa [ray odly xdp ; cf. the conjunction of yééva and orpardy in IV. 42, 
and tperépay yapw in VIII. 37. But the word at the end of 1. 102, where a bacchius is 
required after 5¢, would remain a problem. Before the lacuna any round letter may stand, 
e, 6, 0, o, @, or w, and the letter preceding, if not «, must be o, next to which is part of 
a vertical stroke suggesting « or »; further to the left the top of an acute accent is 
recognizable. The meaning of xydpey moreover is quite uncertain, and the word may well 
be taken with e]i«c\éa, when it might mean ‘gladness,’ as in Pindar Fr. 75. 2 ider év xopdy 
(cf. 1. 99 above), "OAdpmvoe, ee te KduTav méumere xdpw, Oeoi, or ‘glory,’ as in Lsthm. ii. 19 
kdewais ... xapirecow, or even ‘song,’ as in O/. x. 78-9 émovupiav xdpw .. . kedadnodpeba 
Bpovrav, &c.; for edxdA€a in connexion with the last sense cf. e.g. Mem. vil. 16 wAurais enéov 
doais. Possibly, indeed, the marginal t(hv) @8Hyv really alludes to ydpw, though being on 
a level with 1. 102 this gloss is more naturally referred to [véuJov. The reconstruction 
adopted in the text was suggested by Bury; it is close to the data of the papyrus and 
appropriate in itself, though «ai in ]. ro4 seems rather otiose. ¢o[t of course is Abdera. 

104. The second m in fmmoxydppay seems to have been corrected. 

108. Perhaps [otp|ia, as Blass suggested, though this produces a mixture of metaphors, 
and barely fills the lacuna (cf., however, note on 1. 99); Bury would prefer [o@ Sia. On the 
allusion in modéue reAcv|rail@ cf. introd. p. 17. 

106. Blass wished to omit the final s of mpo8d8|dgos and so make Apollo the subject 
instead of Abderus. This may be right, but the mutilation of ll. ro2-5 renders the 
correction hazardous. Our restoration assumes that the text is sound. 


Fr. 5. The fifth line shows that this fragment belongs to the foregoing paean, and it 
may come either from Col. ii or Col. vii. L. 5, however, cannot be brought into direct 
connexion with Fr. 2. i. 1 by reading *AB8[%|pots. 


III. 
4. jo¢[: there has perhaps been some correction, but o is clear. 
8-9. Ovdevra ,.. |Sopov: cf. Pindar Fr, 75. 3 doreos dupadoy Ouderra, 
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12. There is a small mark rather high above the o of aodas, but it may be 
meaningless. : F 

13. r\{: Apollo is addressed, xpvoo[ being an epithet like xpuodrofe or xpucokdya 
or ypvcoxaira. There would not be room for a broader letter than « between rand ». 

15. Beddvas: a mention of the moon-goddess seems appropriate in this context. The 
epithet €duxdumvé is applied to Semele in the only other passage where it occurs in Pindar 

rs 75.20). 

- This line is the 1ooth from II. 25, which is marked in the papyrus as the gooth 
line in the roll, and therefore « (= 1000) would be expected to appear in the margin here. 
Presumably it was inserted at the top of following (lost) column. ‘The extent of the gap 
after 1.17 is accurately determined by the occurrence of » (= 1200) in the margin opposite 
1.4 of VI. Of the intervening 200 lines, 125 are accounted for in the papyrus ; there are 
therefore (assuming that the p is correctly placed with relation to the « at II. 25) 75 lines 
missing, i.e. 5 columns of 1g lines each. Since the strophe of III contains at least 
18 lines, it is improbable that the 102 lines which separate II and IV were divided 
among two poems, and it may be safely concluded that the first ro lines of Col. xv 
belong to III. 

94. xadx|éor’: cf. note on II. roo. The superscribed variant atAév is more probably 
right than avAdv. 

95. Schol. The letter between the supposed \ and u seems to have been altered, but 
is probably intended for 0; there is not room for [xt|(\ov, 8 might replace A, and perhaps 
i806 should be read. 

99. Jodar|. 5 A may well be -ot}o Aar{ois], but a combination with Fr. 28 & Babv¢| @vorlo 
Aar| ois] | ine mat te. Pindar Fr. 89 Babigavdr re Aart) is shown by the recto to be inad- 
missible. Fr. 447 (@aju¢or[orlo) is also unsuitable. 

ror. |So[rle: or |o’ aye? 


IV. For THE Crans To De os. 


1-2. Blass suggests the very attractive restoration [Tov dxeipexcuay re kai] “Aprepw, 
[@ Aare, Aare re xope Woop, comparing Jsthm. i. 7-8 Kai rov axetpexduav PoiBov xopevov €v Ké@ 
dudiptra ody movricis dvdpdow, which is most probably a reference to the present paean. 
The future yopevooua occurs in Aesch. Ag. 31. 

3. Jos is probably the termination of a participle -duevjos. 

4. The adscript caro indicates a variant éSyocaro. It is in a different hand from the 
rest of the motes.clp.s is; 

12. The accent on ayaxdea is somewhat doubtful. 

13. The sense of the scholium is plain, though its right restoration is a matter of 
uncertainty. The slight vestiges before ua suit » better than a, and pla is therefore pre- 
ferable to Kap8 ata. 

14. €ha]yivoroy: or Bpalytveroy (oracle ap. Strabo vi. 262), when some other supple- 
ment than ada@éws, which is somewhat long for the supposed size of the lacuna, will become 
necessary. 

15. It is noticeable that the letters evoca occur in the same position of the correspond- 
ing verse of the second strophe, |. 36. 

16. Perhaps medléxew: cf. 1. 37 where wedéxew stands in a corresponding verse, and 
note on l. 15. 

20. ixévow is an allusion to the fishing industry of the Ceans; cf. the passage from 
Lsthm, i quoted in note on ll. 1-2. 
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21-53. ‘ Verily though I live on a rock I am known for prowess in Hellenic contests, 
and known for some display of the Muses’ art; verily too my acres bear a measure of 
Bacchus’ life-giving cure in extremity. I have not horses nor share in the pasturage 
of kine ; but neither would Melampus leave his fatherland to lord it in Argos, nor lay aside 
his gift of divination. Hail, hail, O Paean! The city and comrades of a man’s home and 
his kinsmen are dear, and bring contentment. In happiness remote from foolish men 
I praise the words of lord Euxantius, who when his fellows were eager refused to rule or 
to take the seventh share of a hundred cities along with the sons of Pasiphaé; and he 
spake to them his prophecy: “I fear war with Zeus, I fear the crashing Shaker of Earth. 
With thunderbolt and trident sent they once the land and its whole host to the depths 
of Tartarus, but left my mother and all her well-fenced house. Then shall I, in pursuit of 
wealth and thrusting aside into utter neglect the decree of the blessed ones for our country, 
have elsewhere a great possession? How would this be quite secure for me? Dwell 
not, my heart, on the cypress-grove, dwell not on the pastures of Ida! To me little is 
given, a mere shrub of oak, but I have no lot in trouble or strife.”’ 


22-3. For the hypallage of ‘EAAaviow which in sense belongs to dé6dov cf. e.g. 
Pyth. vi. 5 TvOiéuKos tuvoy Oncavpds. The athletic prowess of the Ceans is emphasized 
in Bacchyl. ii. 6 sqq. 60’ év kreevvo adyén Iobuod . . . eredeiEapev EBdounkovta oly orepdvoow, 
Vl. 5-7 Kéov devody mor’ ’Odvpria mt& Te Kal orddtov kpared{car|; their service to the Muses was 
witnessed by the illustrious names of Simonides and Bacchylides. 

24. The scribe at this point changed or mended his pen; the writing in the first three 
lines of the column is markedly larger and coarser than those which follow. 

25. Only a tip of the letter before cae remains, but 7 is not enough to fill the space, 
and m was probably written by mistake, although the smooth breathing shows that there 
was no confusion with 7. The breathing, however, is imperfectly preserved, and might be 
taken for the second half of a superscribed 7, in which case something other than yn must 
be supposed to have stood before kat. 

Atolviclov: we owe this reading to Mr. Nairn, who suggested Avo[yicjov, comparing 
Bacchyl. vi. 5 dpmedorpdpov Kéov. After 6 any round letter would suit the remains, but 
only o or will give any likely word. Avd[@ev mov is a possible but less attractive alterna- 
tive. Auo[adérjov would be an unlikely epithet of dyayavias, and Acd|prjov, besides being 
unattested, would not fill the lacuna. 

26. Biddopov: cf. Soph. PAzl. 1162 Bid8wpos ata. The scholiast’s explanation ‘ given to 
life’ is not happy. 

28-30. This is not the ordinary form of the myth concerning Melampus as given 
e.g. in Hdt. ix. 34, Apollod. i. 9, 12. 8, which represents him as sharing with his brother 
Bias in the sovereignty of Argos. It is, however, noticeable that the later kings of Argos 
traced descent from Bias through Adrastus, not from Melampus. Besides Py/h. iv. 126 
there is a reference to Melampus in 426. 12 ¢ “Apyevs MeAdp[ mous, which may be Pindaric. 
MeAdpros is accented in the papyrus as if it were MeAdumovs. 

29. marplijda: sc. Pylos. 

29-30. There is a break in the papyrus after apye:, but sufficient margin remains after 
the « to indicate pretty clearly that the line is complete. It is therefore inadmissible to read 
[drro|Auevos ; but though ridecAa in the sense of dmoriMecGa is not found elsewhere in Pindar, 
such a use does not seem impossible; cf. the phrase 6é06a ra émAa meaning to lay down 
one’s arms, and Aristoph. Lyszs¢, 312 @dpecGa 5} 76 opriov. Or, as Bury observes, bénevos may 
be taken outside the negative and mean ‘having made his own, adopted’; cf. maida 
bécba, &c, 

34. The letter after 6 is either ¢ or o. 
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35: div |axros : cf. e.g. Mem. iii. 33 Unrets ava€, Pyth. iv. 89 ’Equadra ava. But the 
reading is very doubtful, and we adopt it without much confidence. The surface of the 
papyrus is damaged, and if « is right, it must be supposed that the lower diagonal stroke 
has entirely disappeared, giving the letter more the appearance of v. The a also is not 
very satisfactory, for rather more than the speck which actually survives would be expected 
to be visible. We had also thought of [é@’] airés, but that is a weak alternative. 

Evéa[riov: some fresh light is thrown in the following passage upon the legend of 
Euxantius, which was treated at length in the unfortunately mutilated first ode of 
Bacchylides. An outline of the story is given in some scholia on the 747s of Ovid, where 
it is said that Macello (Macedo, Macelo) and the other daughters of Damon had showed 
hospitality to Jupiter, and were therefore spared by him when he destroyed the Telchines, 
of whom Damon was the chief. Subsequently Minos arrived, and became the father of 
Euxantius by Dexithea (Dexione, Dexithone), one of Macello’s sisters. The poem of 
Bacchylides (written for a Cean victor) begins to give a connected sense at the point when 
Minos arrives in Ceos and weds Dexithea ; his treatment of the earlier part of the story 
can be only vaguely conjectured from a few scattered fragments. But there is one other 
reference to this legend which has an important bearing upon the present passage of 
Pindar. It occurs in Nonnus, Deonys. xviii. ll. 35-8, which in the MSS. run as follows :— 


Zjva Kai "Amdd\A@va pun Ecivicoe Maxeddrov 
* * * * * 
kal @Aeyvas dre mavras aveppiface Bartaoon 
visov dAnv tpiddovte Stappnéas ’Evooiy Gav 
duporépas epvdrake Kai ov mpnuEe Tpraivy. 


There is a lacuna between Il. 35 and 36, which contained a substantive agreeing with mij, 
and the only necessary alteration in the traditional text is the simple correction of MaxéA\ov 
to Macedo. The emendations adopted in A. Kéchly’s Teubner edition (1857), tpamégy for 
Maké\Awv and dpdorépous for duporépas, are put out of court, as Jebb remarks (Lacchylides, 
p- 444), by the Zdzs scholia. But what are the Phlegyae doing in this context? Jebb suggests 
(2. c.) that Nonnus here alluded to two distinct legends: (@) the destruction of the Telchines 
by Zeus, (0) that of the Phlegyae by Poseidon (Euphor. Fr. 154 ap. Servius Aen. vi. 618 zratus 
Neptunus percusstt tridente eam partem insulae quem Phlegyae tenebant, et omnes obruit). But 
the striking similarity of language in the lines of Nonnus and the present passage of Pindar 
(cf. vavov ddyv. .. epddake with Il. 41-5 below) strongly suggests that if Nonnus was not 
copying Pindar, he was at any rate following the same tradition. The vjcos can hardly be 
other than Ceos, and unless the appearance of the Phlegyae is to be ascribed to a confusion 
on the part of Nonnus, which would be a rash assumption, it must be concluded that 
one form of the legend brought the Phlegyae and Telchines together at Ceos, and represented 
their destruction by Zeus and Poseidon as simultaneous. 
_ The introduction of Euxantius into this paean shows that the obscurity of the myth 
is somewhat exaggerated by Jebb (Bacchylides, p. 449). Bacchylides’ reference to Ceos as 
Evarrida vacoy (ii, 8) might of itself be taken to imply a rather wider currency than Jebb 
admits, Euxantius’ refusal to leave Ceos for a share in the kingdom of Minos, as narrated 
here by Pindar, is an entirely novel feature, 

36. émaiveo’: the corresponding word in the antistrophe (I. 46) also begins with the 
syllable én-; cf. note on 1. 15. 

37. &xatév: cf. Jad B 649 Kpnrny éxardprodw. 

38. pépos €Bdouov: Pasiphaé is credited with four sons, one of whom, Androgeos, 
predeceased his father Minos (Apollod, iii. 15. 5-7). If Pasiphaé’s sons had a double 
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portion, a seventh share would remain for Euxantius. But Minos had more children by 
another marriage. 

The transposition of the second syllable of vijoijow is required for the correspondence 
with |. 48. Blass thought that it would be an improvement to place the final syllable -ow 
also in this line, and transfer wo. in 1. 49 to the previous verse. At the end of the second 
line of the scholium Nalolid/y is a possible reading, but the letters are much mutilated. 

39. tépas may be explained as referring to divine interposition described in ll. 42-5, 
and there is no need to emend to yépas. 

42-4. Cf. note on 1. 35. 

44. parépa: i.e, Dexithea ; cf. note on 1. 35, Bacchyl. i. c. 8, Apollod. iii. 1. 2. 

46. mdovrov repay: cf. em. v. 30-1 vupheias éreipa . . . edvas. 

48. A point has been inserted immediately below the line between and A, this being 
the only instance in the papyrus of the use of a low stop. If [é]s (Bury) is rightly restored 
in l. 49 the neuter éumedoyv must be taken as referring vaguely to the preceding sentence. 
Blass proposed to read [c@]s (cf. Pindar Fr. 221) and insert od before Nay, éuedov being 
adverbial as in Pyth. x. 34 av Oadias eumedov . . .’AmddAdA@v yxaipex. The abnormal accentua- 
tion of ex might be explained as a survival of the lost negative ; but the punctuation would 
make the synizesis of ¢y#; (od) particularly awkward, and the sentence (ov) . . . Kev 
would be weak. To read [oa|s without (ov) and regard the words as ironical is also 
unsatisfactory. 

The quantity of « in Aéav may vary, but it is short in the only other Pindaric instance 
(Pyth. i. 90), and is more likely to be the same here. There is a similar ambiguity in 
the corresponding syllable of the strophe 1. 38 vijo|- (for the short quantity cf. e.g. 
Vem. vi. 25 viéwr). 

49. [ra]s: the corresponding syllable in 1. 39 is short, but there is no great objection 
to a syllaba anceps here, and the difficulty would be still slighter if zo. were transposed 
to the end of the preceding verse ; cf. note on 1. 38. 

50-3 = Pindar Fr. 154, quoted by Plutarch, De exzl. 9. p. 602, where the MS. 
tradition is now shown to be very corrupt. The lines there appear in the following form: 
eAahpay kumdptacoy pidréew eav S€ vopdy Kpyras mepidaiwy epot S° ddiyov pev yas Sedora, Oey ddpus, 
mevOéwy 5 ovk édaxov ovdé otacioy. Hermann altered repidaiov to mepidatorv, but that rather 
obvious correction is the only one proposed by modern editors which is confirmed by 
the papyrus, and the passage affords a good illustration of the precariousness of the attempt 
to emend lyrics where the metre is uncertain. The genesis of some of the corruptions 
is now apparent: giA¢ew was added to explain éa, and the proximity of this infinitive led 
to éay dé for é@a Se. The construction being thus obscured é¢a dpjv (ppav) would easily 
become ¢Aadppdy, which fits in with the general sense of the passage (s¢mplices lberalium 
hominum deliciae, says Schroeder) ; and Kpjras no doubt came in from the margin ; cf. the 
scholium of the papyrus. With regard to the latter part of Plutarch’s citation the new 
evidence is somewhat ambiguous, but fortunately just sufficient is preserved to enable, with 
the help of the metre, a satisfactory restoration to be made. At first sight, what remains 
of the two topmost lines of Col. xix appears to belong to the main text, the writing being 
of the normal size; but to this view there are grave objections. Sora: must represent 
Plutarch’s déSora, which is required by the metre in the middle of the verse, as also is 
édayov in the second line. But in the first place the break down the left side of the papyrus 
follows a practically straight line, and therefore something of lines 54 and 56, containing 
ro and 12 syllables respectively, would be expected to remain; the papyrus, however, 
is blank until 1. 38 is reached, where before |rept as many as 13 syllables have to be 
supplied. This disproportion is too great to be accounted for by collocations of vowels 
or variations in the size of the writing (cf. note on 1. 24). Secondly, there is not sufficient 
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room in the lacunae to the right of ll. 52-3 for the completion of the verses. We therefore 
prefer to suppose that the remnants of ll. 52-3 are marginal variants added by the first 
hand, in favour of which, moreover, there is the positive consideration that before Aayo[ 
in 1. 53 is a blank space large enough for 132 letters. The size of the writing is no 
doubt something of a difficulty; but analogous cases occur at V. 38, VI. 83, 172, 
Tr. 20, 28, where marginalia have been written by the original scribe in letters not 
appreciably smaller than those of the accompanying text. 

To turn to the reconstruction of these two lines, modern criticism has rightly been 
suspicious of é6ev ddpus, which produced no tolerable sense, and is now shown not to 
scan; but attempts at emendation have been wide of the mark. After d¢|Sora the papyrus 
has a clear 6 followed by a curved stroke, which pretty certainly represents either a or o, 
and given the metrical conditions (- — u “) Blass’s @auvos dpuds seems convincing ; this 
involves the ejection of the superfluous pév yas, which was no doubt added as an explana- 
tion of éd/yov. To alter édtyov to édiyos is unnecessary, and the suitability of the epithet 
might be called in question. A certain species of oak is still the characteristic tree 
of Ceos, and the acorns are the chief commercial product of the island. The metre of 
the last verse may be restored by means of a few simple alterations. What stood in the 
original text in place of SéS0ra: Oduvos remains a riddle which is not likely to be solved. 
The 6 above x of Adyoly is also difficult. There is a dot to the left of it (to the right is 
a lacuna) indicating an alternative reading; for a similar variant on a variant cf. V. 38. 
(2)AaGov would not give a sense. As for dadxoly, the writer may merely have wished to 
emphasize the possibility of the division 6€ Adxyoy as against & €daxov, and it is therefore 
unnecessary to suppose that a different verb figured in the text. 

In connexion with kumapiccoy and the remark of the scholiast it may be noted that, as 
Bury reminds us, the Cretan péAaépoy at Delphi mentioned in Py/h. v. 39 sqq. is described 
as Kumaploctvoy. 

58. Zn(vd8or0s): cf. VI. 55, &c., and note on II. 61. The reading of the variant here 
attributed to Zenodotus is unfortunately doubtful. The 8 may be a, and the diagonal 
stroke of the supposed v has disappeared, what actually remains suggesting rather pt. It 
is noteworthy that keap.[ apparently occurs three lines below, where a proper name is 
expected. But no name Kedpsos or Kedptos is known, and Kedpiov po’ would not scan in 
1, 58. There is a further difficulty about the w of np, the left-hand half of the letter having 
vanished, while the surface of the papyrus is apparently intact. If not w, the mark in 
question must be simply a mis-shapen point, and xe8vév jp could be read; but this is an 
unsatisfactory alternative. 

60. We can find no other trace of this statement concerning the sons of Euxantius. 
A Kéos in Salamis is mentioned by Hdt. viii. 76 of dugi ry Kéov re kal rv Kuvdcoupay 
teraypevot, another in Boeotia by Lysimachus in Schol. Soph. 0. C. gt, but both were quite 
obscure. Kéwv for Kéw cannot be read. 

61. keap .| and vid(s) «7A. below are in a different hand from that of twels . 
katldknoav, Keap .{ may be a personal name, but the writing is indistinct, and there is 
possibly a correction. The letter after p may bet; cf. note on |. 58. ’Oveirms was a son 
of Heracles and Deianira, but he does not seem to fit in with the context. For d]y(ri rod) 
cf. e.g. |. 4; an alternative restoration is Ap(:oropa)|r(ns), but in the other probable instances 
of that name the » is not written above the line; cf. note on II. 61. 
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V. To De os. 


1. Cf. Soph. O. 7. 154 inue Addte Mardy. 

15. A verse has dropped out here. Possibly the marginal insertion opposite 1. 45, 
Navddpou “Epex(G€os) alkXov, is misplaced and really gives part of it, for those words have 
no bearing on the context there, and they happen to coincide metrically with the conclusion 
of the missing line. atkAov is obscure; aikdvs according to Hesychius meant ai ywvria rod 
BéXous, aikhoy was a Lacedaemonian word for detrvov. Pandorus was a son of Erechtheus ; 
cf. Apollod. iii. 15. 1. 


35-48. ‘. .. they took Euboea and dwelt there. O Apollo of Delos, to whom we cry! 
They made homes in the scattered isles where the sheep abound, and laid hands on 
far-famed Delos, for Apollo of the golden locks gave them the body of Asteria to inhabit. 
O Apollo of Delos, to whom we cry! There may the children of Leto graciously receive 
me your servant, to the honeyed sounding strains of a glorious paean.’ 


36. €dov: the subject is of dmé ’A@nvay “Iwves, as indicated by the context and the 
remains of the scholium opposite |. 35. 

38. There is little to choose between the alternatives pepepndAous and modvpjAovs, though 
in favour of the latter must be set the fact that this compound occurs twice elsewhere 
in Pindar (Ol. i. 12, Pyth. ix. 6) whereas qepéundos is not otherwise recorded. The MSS. 
show the same variation in the spelling of -ydes at Ol. i. 12, but the form with » is 
preferable. 

39. The scribe began to write a round letter after epuvdea and then corrected 
it to ar. 

40. oy in avo\Xoy Corr. 

42. “Aotepias Seuas = Andov, Asteria, sister of Leto, was turned into the island of 
Delos, which is sometimes called simply Asteria, e.g. Callim, Del. 300; cf. Fr. 1g. Il. 21 sqq. 
below, and Nonnus 42. 410 ’Aorepinu & eSiwxe kal émdero viwos épnun. 

44. &Oa pe: trochaic (and sometimes also spondaic) words followed by enclitics 
recéived two accents according to the grammarians, and instances of such accentuation 
are found in MSS.: cf. Kiihner-Blass I. p. 341. Other examples in this papyrus occur 
at VI. 87 and 132, Fr. 93. 4; cf. the Berlin Corinna papyrus, Berl. Klassthertexte V. (2) 
XIV. I. 16 ravikd wy, 2. 8g Sdkpov re. 

45. Cf. Pyth. viii. 18 edpevet vd@ Revdpxecov @exro, On the marginal addition cf. 
note on |. 15. 

48. The papyrus is so rubbed that no part of the addition in the margin, which is 
in a good-sized hand, is clear. It is doubtful whether there were really letters at the 
two places marked by dots outside the brackets, the traces of ink at those points being 
very slight. 


VI. ‘For tHe Detpurans To Pyruo.’ 


1-19. ‘By Zeus of Olympus I pray thee, golden Pytho famed for prophecy, and 
ye Graces and Aphrodite, to receive me at the sacred season, the spokesman of the tuneful 
Pierides. For I hear that there are wanting men to dance to the music of the Castalian 
fount by the brazen-gated stream, and am therefore come relieving thy townsmen’s need, 
and furthering mine own honour. I have obeyed my heart as a child his kind mother, 
and gone down to Apollo’s grove, the home of garlands and festivity, where oft by 
the shady pivot of earth the maidens of Delphi beat the ground with nimble foot as they 
sing of the son of Leto.’ 
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1-6= Pindar Fr. go, quoted by Aelius Aristides ii. 160 (ed. Keil). Hartung was right 
in attributing the lines to a paean, but wrong in connecting them with Pindar Fr. 148. 
A marginal asterisk similar to that here occurs at the end of a poem in the Bacchylides 
papyrus vii. 54 (Facsimile Col. xiv). 

3. Aaocopar Xapireco(y) : ai(c\oopae Xapurés (or -ds) re MSS., emended by W. Canter. 

5. xpévo, the traditional reading (yope U, Boeckh) accepted by Keil and Schroeder, 
is confirmed by the papyrus; $pév@ Schneidewin, Ty. Mommsen, Christ, xopé Bergk, 
Hartung. (dOeos xpévos here means, as Keil points out, the season of the Pythian festival 
(iepouyvia & Hvéuds, C. I. G, 1688. 44, &c.) ; cf. Mem. iii. 2 év iepounvia Neweddu, and the Delphic 
paean to Dionysus, B.C.H. xix. 393 sqq., ll. 3-4 npwafis ikod raiad | fepais ev dpas. The syllable 
-vo occurs in the same position of a corresponding verse at |. 87, and -ovw- at |. 127. 
Other similar correspondences in this paean are ll. 6 and 128 -avy, 10 and 132 -ov, 12 and 
134 mais, 15 and 137 766 rére, 16 and 138 Kopae Kopa, 17 and 139 mapa oKtoevta KatTacKtoy, 
88 and 128 dkvaprrov ddoproy, 98 and 138 -pos; cf. Il. 51 and 112 Geoior | Oe os. 

6. Either doi&pov (so Aristid. MSS.) or dowdipor may be genuine. The interlinear 
is not certainly by the first hand. Wuepiov for Uepido» MSS., emended by Canter. For 
mpodarav cf. Bacchyl. viii. 3 Movoay . . . mpoddras. 

». The marginal » marks the r2ooth line; cf. I]. 25, and note on III. 17. The 
brazen lions’ heads mentioned by the scholiast do not appear to be otherwise known; that 
he calls the stream the Cephisus, which was on the northern side of Parnassus, is also 
strange. 

8-9. A meaning somewhat different from that given in our translation would be 
obtained by connecting Kaoradias with vdare and wWédoy with xopetows: ‘1 hear a sound of 
dancing in which men are unrepresented,’ i.e. the maidens dance alone (cf. ll. 15 sqq.). 
This construction is preferred by Bury. 

10. Of the variants a[A|é£o», the reading first written, seems the best (cf. e.g. O/. xiii. 9 
ddéLew “YBpuv) ; aphyew is used in the same way by Aeschylus and Euripides (e. g. JZed. 
1275 apnéa dvoy... réxvos), but not by Pindar. défoy would not give the requisite 
sense. katé& kouvo[é|in the marginal note below refers to the zeugmatic use in this passage 
of ddéfew, which with the acc. means ‘ward off’ and with the dat. ‘assist’? The rough 
breathing on the e of éras in the papyrus is unusual. 

14. tpopéy is far preferable to the marginal kdvrov. Cf. Il. 63 and Pyfh. i. 1-2. 

18. The correction of xporei[vre to xporéovr is necessary meirt gratia. With rod . 
[404] cf. II. 99 xopdv [raxv}rosa: [raye}i here would be less suitable to the size of the lacuna. 

50. Perhaps aéar[dros eps| (Bury), with a reference to ll. 87-9, or djpis for ps if the 
shortened final syllable of edpupaperpay in |, 111 is regarded as illegitimate ; cf. note ad loc. 


51-65. ‘The gods are able to persuade the wise of these things, but for mortals it 
is impossible to find the way. But since ye have received this as your ordained right, 
O maidens sharing alike in all things with your father whom the dark clouds hide and 
Mnemosyne, hear me now: my tongue is fain to pay its best and sweetest honey-tribute 
when I have gone down to the broad lists of Loxias at the festival of the gods. For 
sacrifice is made for All-Hellas the glorious, which the Delphic folk prayed (to be saved 
from?) famine...’ 


51. Geotor is a disyllable, if ]. r12 is rightly restored. It is noticeable that the scansion 
of [6]eés in that line is similar. 


52. meGew is metrically preferable to meiOew if the restoration of ]. 113 is correct. 
_ 54. The end of this line is a crux. y[cJoar is inevitable, since po, though imperfect, 
is practically certain, and o and o are so close together that there is room for only a very 


841. PINDAR, PAEANS 95 


narrow letter between them. Since the Muses are evidently addressed it seems obvious 
at first sight to write Mojijea; but then the difficulty is to find a plausible restitution of 
the preceding dactyl and a construction for mdvra in 1. 55. It is simpler to suppose that 
po{cjoac is the termination of a feminine participle in agreement with map@évo. and governing 
mavra, Yet even on this hypothesis some alteration of the text appears necessary. The 
letter after uc, if not o must be another o, which gives no word. At a short distance from 
this is a vertical stroke which we suppose is the second upright of an v; it might also 
be y, ¢, 7, v, or the first half of y or 7. With any of these letters, however, with the doubtful 
exception of +, there will be a short preceding lacuna to be filled (e.g. wof.|/), and the 
metre will be wrong. To the reading adopted there is the objection that part of the 
diagonal stroke of a » would be expected to be visible ; but the surface of the papyrus 
is damaged, and the diagonal stroke may have been drawn somewhat higher than usual. 
If e’ppor in ], 115 be scanned as a disyllable, as written in the papyrus, the alternatives 
remain of regarding iso . . powa aS a compound verb, in which case the termina- 
tion is incorrect (? ioov[ou{éofulra: cf e.g. Lsthm. viii. 35 adeApeoiow, and Bacchyl. 
i. 34, where the papyrus has |8oAct for ]8odéor): or of supposing ic .. to conceal toa 
and reading io(a) [vé|uc{cjoa, the sense of véwew being the same as e.g. in Ol. ii. 12 
&® Kpove mai ‘Péas, eos "OAvpmrov venov. But the « of toos is short elsewhere in Pindar, 
though it is lengthened in the compound icodaiyor, Mem. iv. 84; and hence we have 
adopted with some hesitation Bury’s proposal to write edppoy’ in ]. 115 and insert ye after 
toov. The errors in the papyrus are commonly due to omission of letters; and diaeresis is 
neglected e.¢. in 1-77. 

55. Only the top of the supposed » of [Z]7(védoros) survives. A variant cedavepéi seems 
to be indicated, but xeAawvepet produces the right correspondence with ]. 116. KeAawedns 
is a Homeric epithet of Zeus not elsewhere so used by Pindar. The Muses were the 
daughters of Zeus and Mnemosyne ; cf. Fr. 16. 11 below. 

57. teOlucy: sc. the inspiration of poets, 76 mbeiv copods (I. 52). 

58. A comparison with | 119 shows that the mark of short quantity above vup is 
erroneous. 

59. mpoxée eis is only one of several possible restorations ; xeAadjoa e. g. would also be 
suitable, «is being unnecessary with xaraSdvra (cf. Pyth. iv. 55 TWvOcov vady xaraBavra), 
A difficulty, however, is raised by the note dv(ri tod) d&drov, which would seem to imply 
that its author did not construct d#roy with an infinitive coming after yAvevv, The reading 
of Zenodotus is unfortunately beyond recovery ; it ends with a sloping dash which might 
mark an abbreviation or belong to an hastily written v. For the language of 1 59 
cf. Zsthm. i. 51 yNdoooas dwrov, and O/. v. I dwrov yhukiy. 

60. eipvy shows that dyava has a local signification as e.g. in O2. x. 24 dyéva . . . Atds, 
dv dpxaie odpart map Tedomos . . . exticcaro, The analogy of this and other passages 
is in favour of the correction Ao&ia. 

61. bcdv fevia = Ccokeviors, In the following lines the institution of this festival is 
referred to the occasion of a famine,—a fact explained in the mutilated scholium but 
apparently not otherwise recorded. The local cults of Apollo were frequently brought 
into connexion with deliverance from such visitations, e.g. Pausan, i. 3. 4, where a statue 
to Apollo dAc&ixaxos is said to commemorate the plague in the Peloponnesian war, and 
viii, 41. 8, where Apollo émovpios at Bassae is explained as émixoupycavre év vor hoimoder ; 
cf. also schol. on 1. 125 below. 

68-9. Fr. 48 would in some ways be suitable here,—Kpor{te UU u mai] paxdper | mpirave 
(cf. Aesch. Prom. 169 paxdpwv mpéravs), but the difference in the colour of the papyrus and 
the disparity in the size of the writing are decisive against this combination. 

72, [Hv Owrdé[ev: cf. Pyth. v. 105. The transposition of the first syllable from the 


96 THE OXYRAYNGAUS PAPYR 


preceding verse is required by the metre ; 1. 93, the corresponding verse in the antistrophe, 
as originally written was also a syllable short. 

74. Hdvdoos was a priest of Apollo at Delphi and subsequently at Troy; cf. Verg. 

Aen. ii, 319 sqq. For Aavady «rd. cf. Lsthm. iii. 54 (iv. 36) maiderow EdAdvor, dco Tpolavd’ 
epay, 
: 75. For the shortened first syllable in Tpwia cf. e. g. Mem. iv. 25, where the MSS, have 
Tpoiay as an anapaest. But several editors substitute Tpotay, and the interlineation in the 
papyrus shows that the question between @ and o in such cases is an ancient one, A 
shortened (with no variant) occurs in |. 178 ma|rpwiay or Tpwiar, 

77. mdis [Znvos: i.e. Athene; cf. OJ. xiii. 77 Znvds eyxetkepavvov mats and, for the 
allusion to Diomedes, Ziad E 115 sqq. The occurrence of dis as a disyllable here is 
of interest in connexion with the corrupt passage in O/, ii. 76, where mais has been 
conjectured, and 659. 70 (Pindar, Parthenevon), where the probability of the vocative mdi 
is now increased. 


78-123. ‘(Diomedes), whom the far-darting god in the mortal form of Paris smote 
with an arrow and estopped from battle. And straightway he put off the capture of Ilium, 
quelling by a bold deed of blood the doughty son of dark-tressed Thetis of the sea, the 
trusty defence of the Achaeans. What was his strife with white-armed Hera, as he matched 
against her his invincible power, what with Polias! In return for their great pains they would 
have razed the city of Dardanus, had not Apollo been on guard. But Zeus, the ruler of 
the gods, seated on the golden clouds and peaks of Olympus, dared not relax the decrees 
of fate: for high-coifed Helen’s sake must the flaming fire’s ray blot out wide Pergamon. 
And when they had placed in the sore-lamented tomb the mighty corse of the son of Peleus, 
went messengers over the sea-waves and came again bringing from Scyros Neoptolemus, 
great in strength, who sacked the city of Ilion. Yet saw he not thereafter his kind mother, 
nor roused he forthin the fields of his fathers the horses of the Myrmidons, a brass-accoutred 
host. He reached the Molossian land hard by Tomarus; but he escaped not the winds 
nor the far-darter with the broad quiver. For the god swore that he who killed aged Priam 
when he had sprung upon the altar in the court should come to no comfortable path in life 
nor reach old age; and he slew him, as he strove with the attendants about their allotted 
rights, in his beloved enclosure by the broad pivot of the earth. Oh hail, hail! Now for 
the paean in full measure! Oh hail, ye youths!’ 


78-80. Cf. Ziad A 369 sqq. Homer, however, does not ascribe the wounding of 
Diomedes by Paris to any special intervention of Apollo. Thea of deua is corrected. For 
é[xaBddos cf. 1. 111 below; the rough breathing is probable, but not certain. 

81. Either "IAé@ or ’IAiov may stand. The genitive is more natural, but it would 
therefore be less liable to alteration. 

83. The metre shows xvavorddkoo to be the right reading. Both kvavdmdoxos and 
kxvavdxouos are dma€ eipnueva. kvavorddkapos is a favourite word of Bacchylides. 

84. A dot has been placed above and below the 8 in 6erios indicating that it should 
be omitted. ©érios is the Pindaric form; cf. OJ. ix. 76, Zsthm. viii. 52. 

87-9. For écoa.. . dca cf. OL. xiii. 107 “Apyet @ daca kai év ONBas, doar’, .. paprupheet. 
In the Ziad Apollo appears consistently on the side of the Trojans, Athene on that of 
the Greeks. 

87. €pige: the Doric aorist is sufficiently common in Pindar, and hardly deserved 
a note; cf. e.g. 1. 133 éeyyuddrckev. 

_ 88. Both a grave and an acute accent are placed above the a of av{.|epeSav, the former 
being enclosed between two dots like the letters of variants (e.g. ll. 81 and 83). The 
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purpose was to indicate a choice between the alternative readings dy[rlepeiSav (grave accent) 
and @{7’(a)] épeidov (acute). Editors write dvrepeioas in Py/h. iv. 37. A similar double 
accent is found in IX. 17. 

89. doa: the variant écca attributed to Aristophanes implies a syl/aba anceps at 
the beginning of the verse, but the syllable is short in the other surviving instances, ll. 7, 
68, and 129. 

apd = avri, a sense found in a line of Philemon dodAos mpd SovdAov, Seamdryns mpd Seandrov 
according to Bekker, Anecd. p. 112; cf. mpovpyov, Ol. x. 23 pyar mpd mavrwy Biorw aos is 
perhaps a parallel ; dyri mévwy occurs in /sthm. v. 25. 

gi. &mpab(o)v: empabev Pap., but there seems to be no reason, as Bury observes, for 
dissociating Hera and Athene here, and the singular may easily have come in from the 
adjacent verbs. 

92-3. The final o of odvprowo was added at the beginning of |. 93 after « was written. 
The omission may have been simply an oversight; but the papyrus is damaged at the end 
of l. 92, and it is possible that the final o was at first placed there, and then deleted ; cf. note 
onl. 72. There is no sign of oAvprov having been the original reading. 

94. dva[A}vev: for the Doric infin. cf. IX. 36 cuvrdyev, Ol. i. 3 yapver, Pyth. iv. 115 
tpapev. oxords is used as in Mem. v, 27 Mayvyrey cxomov (Acastus), &c. 

95 sqq. Cf. Pyth. xi. 33 aud ‘Edéva mupabevtray Tpdav. 

tyrxiuo: cf. Pyth. iv. 172 tWryaira, an epithet which according to Boeckh wigorem et 
robur indicat, according to Fennell, who compares Thucydides i. 6. 3, refers to an eastern 
fashion of wearing the hair. The latter explanation would suit the present passage. The 
accent on the o is not quite certain. 

96. A small difficulty occurs at the end of this line. The supposed « is doubtful, 
but to read evpd adlivréoa is unsatisfactory not only on account of the hiatus but because 
a space between v and a would remain unaccounted for. Wépyayos (OJ. viii. 42) meaning 
Troy is always feminine wherever the gender is determinable, and therefore evpz{»] is 
inadmissible unless it be here declined as an adjective of two terminations on the analogy 
of jAvs and ydvs. On the whole we prefer d\aoré0m (Soph. Zrach. 881), and it is possible 
that an a was actually written after 6, for though there is no trace of ink the surface of 
the papyrus is worn. a is long in diorody in the only other Pindaric instance, Py/h. 
ili, 37. 

97. aGouevos was a slip, perhaps due to mupos. The s is practically certain. 

99. There was certainly one letter, probably either « or (better) », immediately after 
-da, and some traces of ink beyond may belong to a second. »yAc«iday would be intelligible 
whether véxuy was taken adjectivally or in apposition with the proper name ; but the genitive 
is more likely to be correct. 

So far as the general appearance of the papyrus and the recto is concerned, Fr. 66 
might be placed near the end of this line in the gap between Cols. xxix and xxx; but there 
is nothing in the scholium which suggests any connexion with the text. 

107, The marginal numeral is placed midway between this and the following line; 
]. 107 is the rooth from the preceding yp (I. 7). 

108, As the text stands yadk. [6]u:Aoy is in apposition with trmous, There is not room 
in the lacuna for [@ é}uAov: perhaps xadkoxopr|ar]av (6’) [6]u. should be read, but the particle 
is not necessary. 

109-10. Cf. Wem. vii. 35-7 Lpsdpou médw Neomrodepos émet mpdbev' . . . 6 8 amomdéwv 
Skipou pev duapre, mrayxGevres & eis Epav tkovro. Modoaaia & euBacirevew ddiyov xpdvov. At 
the end of |. 110 the choice of supplements seems to lie between €uad]ev (cf. Mem. vil. 17-8 
cool d€ péddovra tpiratoy dvepov uabov), and é\Aab\ev, the former being more suitable to 
a|véyous, the latter to ékuBvdov. [Audley has the advantage of explaining the mark of short 


H t 


98 THE VOXYRAYNCGHUS FAPTRI 


quantity which is visible above the lost vowel, and might naturally have been added to 
obviate confusion with @dndev, whereas with éuaGev no mistake could arise. Cf. moreover 
Pyth. iii. 27 6v8 Babe oxondy (sc. Apollo), Mem. i. 37 0d abay xpvod8povoy “Hpay. The 
first three lines of the scholium perhaps contained some reference to Aegina or the 
Aeginetans. It was the following passage concerning the death of Neoptolemus which 
gave offence in Aegina; cf. note on Il. 117-9 and introd. p. 20. The three lower 
lines, which are in a different hand, are so nearly effaced that the obliteration seems 
intentional. 

r11. The scribe has marked the final syllable of etpypaperpav as short, which, if correct, 
implies the existence of a form in -a side by side with that in -as (PyZh. ix. 26), as in the 
case of inmérns and inméra ; cf. dpoorpiaway in Py/h. il. 12. 

114. Cf. Pausan. iv. 17. 3 Neomrodéum yap te ‘AxAAéws drokreivayte Tpiayov ent ti 
€oxdpa tod ‘Epkeiou auvérece kal adrov ev Aedois mpos Té Bape tov ’ArdAovos anoohpayivat, and 
Vergil, Aen. ii. 499-553- 

115. pw, v. 1. pw: cf. Fr. 19. 24. Fluctuation between the two forms is common 
in the MSS. of Pindar. Mommsen and Bergk practically eliminate mw in spite of a 
consensus of tradition in several passages. pw stands alone in II. 73, Fr. 19. 26 and 
Fr, 131. 18, wy in IV. 15, Fr. 82. 32 and IX. 47. 

117-9 = Pindar Fr. 52, preserved in the scholia on Vem. vii. 94 xaOddov yap drodoyeic ba 
Bovrerar mept tov NeomroAé€uov Oavdrov mpds rovs Alywnras* ékeivor yap 7T@vTo Toy TivSapoy Gre 
ypapov Aedois rov marava ey aupurddouce papvdpevoy pupiay mepl Tysav arod@deva: Cf. rb2d. 150 
peupOets vmod Aliywnray emt r@ Sokety ev mataowy cimety Toy Neomrodepov emi lepoovdia eAndvOevar eis 
Acdovs, viv dorep dmodoyeira eimay ort ody lepoavAdy erehevtngev GAN trrep kpeay HiroripuyGels avypebn. 
The papyrus proves the antiquity of the mis-spelling pupsay which Boeckh, comparing 
the following words of the schol. on Vem. vii. 94 ovx &pyoe ... adda mepi TOY vomiCopevav 
tiuay Tois Aeddois, was the first to correct to popay. ‘The letter after v is not indeed certain, 
but the remains suit p better than any other letier and are not consistent with 6. pupiay 
cannot be defended ; and the choice rests between Boeckh’s emendation and the reading 
attributed in the margin of the papyrus to Zenodotus, Nv@av. The latter gives an excellent 
sense and may well be right, but it appears on the whole more probable that Mvéav 
was an attempt to emend pvpay than that wupay was a corruption of an original Mvéav. The 
interchange of v and o: is too common to require illustration. papvauevoy, if not to be 
explained by the supposition that the citation was made from memory, must be a gloss 
on [dyprlagspevov.  SnpitCowar is not attested, Snpudopar (Sypioua, O2. xiii. 44) being the regular 
form; but we can suggest no more satisfactory restoration: dyrid¢ew is not used in the 
middle voice. 

For «{p]e@v in the note opposite these lines cf. Wem. vii. 42 kpedv vw bmep pdyas @dacev 
aytirvxovt’ dvijp paxaipa, and Schol. on 1. 150 quoted above, which also illustrates 4 tdv 
Xpnpatov «7d. 

119-20. The size of the lacuna shows that a syllable is missing at the beginning 
of]. 120. The reading xravéluev attributed in the marginal note to Zenodotus would be 
metrical; but a finite verb would be much more natural, and it is probable that the oblique 
construction has been wrongly carried on from ll. 115-7. At any rate a future not 
an aorist infinitive would be expected to balance tpev. xravéuev is therefore very likely 
a graphical error for xravey év, due to the influence of xraveiy inthe text; the homoioteleuton 
would of course make the loss of & particularly easy. win xravéyev is hardly certain, but 
is more suitable than ». 

121-2. The metre requires iy ij in 1. 121, i onlyin 1]. r22. 


123-40. ‘An island of glorious name thou reignest amid the Dorian sea, bright 
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star of Hellenic Zeus! Therefore will we not lay thee to rest without a feast of paeans, 
but thou shalt receive our surging songs, and declare whence came to thee the god who 
guides thy helm and thy care for the right of the stranger. He who brings all things 
to pass in their diversity, the far-seeing son of Cronos, placed in thy hand thy happiness : 
by the waters of Asopus he once carried off from the threshold the deep-breasted maiden 
Aegina; then the golden tresses of the mists hid the shaded ridges of your land, that upon 
the immortal couch .. ’ 


123 sqq. The abrupt transition to Aegina, which is addressed in the following passage, 
is in the Pindaric manner. The point of connexion is to be found in the Aeacid ancestry 
of Neoptolemus, Aegina being the mythical home of the line, as narrated below in the 
legend of the birth of its founder. This pointed juxtaposition of Neoptolemus and Aegina 
helps to explain the soreness of the Aeginetans at what appeared to them an unfortunate 
description of the mauner of Neoptolemus’ death; cf. note on ll. 117-9 and introd. p. 20. 
But they certainly had no cause to complain of the tone of ll. 123-32. 

dvopakdtra is quoted from Pindar by Schol. T. on Ziad X 51 (= Bergk Fr. 301) 
perhaps from the present passage; the feminine termination is also found in vavowkddra, 
another Pindaric epithet of Aegina (Vem. v. 9). For Awpuet cf. Mem. ili. 3 Awpida vacov 
Atyway, and Pindar Fr. 1. 3. 

124. déperacin the marginal note probably means ‘is found in’, of a reading ; the word 
is so used in an unpublished Oxyrhynchus fragment of Apollonius Rhodius with scholia. 

125. Avs “EdAaviov: cf. Vem. v. 10 map Bopoy marépos ‘EdXaviov, and for the marginal 
note cf. the schol. ad loc. ghaci yap aixpod more méCovros tiv “ENAdSa, Evtor 5€ KaTakAvopod, 
auvedOdvtas tovs "EAnvas kabixeredoa tov Alaxov os dvra maida Aws e&arrnoacOa tay Tore 
cvotavray Kakav tiv taow, todrov Sé evEduevov amobepanedoa ta Sewa Kai oto Oia THY Tis 
‘EAAddos catnpiay “EhAnviov mapa Tois Aiywhras teripnoOa Aia, 

128. Gdoprov: cf. Pindar Fr. 124 a éparav bxnp’ (6yxnp’ (?) Boeckh) dodav rodrd (rot) mépro 
peraddprioy. 

129. pobca: cf. Aristophanes, Lg. 546 atpec@ aitdé word 1d pdbvov. The word is 
especially appropriate, like vavrpirawy in |, 130, in the case of wave-washed Aegina. 

130-1, vavrpitavw and Oeuigevoy are both diag eipnuéva, On the latter cf. O2. vill. 20-3 
Alyway . . . &vOa Sareipa Awds Eeviov mdpedpos doxeirar O€uis Loy’ avOpamor, Nem. iv. 11-12 
Aiakiday nvmupyov eos, Sika Eevapkei xowdy péyyos, Vem. v. 8 piran Eévwy dpovpay, and Fr. 1. 3-4 
véworrat (sc. the Aeginetans) od O€uw odde dikav Ecivav irepBaivortes. 

In dperdy two short syllables appear in place of a long one (1. 9 doy, 1. gt 
’And{A|Alo@y); the same variation occurs in the case of the same word in the epode at 
1.176. Bury notes that this resolution supports the traditional reading in /Vem. ili. 14, 
where dyopdy in a similar position in correspondence with a spondee has been commonly 
rejected. 

132. Cf. Lsthm. v. 52 Zeds rd re kat ra véewer, and Pind. Fr. 141 Oeds 6 wdvra tevxov Bporois. 

133. The variant eyyvddigov would presumably imply wai for mais, producing a hiatus. 
The indicative is no doubt correct. 

134. The correction of vdare to iSdreoou is necessary for the metre. Asopus was the 
father of Aegina; cf. Zsthm. vill. 17 sqq. didvyar yévovto Ovyarpes "Acoridev émdédrarat, Znvi te 
Gov Baorréi, 6 ray pev... oe & (se. Atyway) €s vacov Oivoriay eveyKay KoLuaro, ; 
135. mlor’ alné: or perhaps z[06’ b}rd. Badvxodmos is an epithet of the Muses in 
Pyth. 1. 12. (Git Babvlwvos, 

136. d[valpéyaro: this verb is usually written dvepetmea Oar (dynpeiavro /7. ¥ 234, &c.), but 
the form dvepeWdpevor is found in Bekk. Amecd. p. 401, and dpéro akin to dprdgw and rafere 
would seem to be etymologically correct. 
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138. The meaningless and unmetrical expvyaray of the papyrus perhaps arose from 
a dittography of ya. 

172. rowd is an alternative reading. The mark of short quantity rather suggests mowat” 
as a variant on mowa, but a final « was certainly not written. 

175. In the absence of the context there are no means of deciding between ye and the 
v. 1. Te. 

176. In dperds vu VU — = ——; cf. note on Il. 130-1. 

178. malrpwiav: or | Tpwiay ; in either case the o is shortened ; cf. 1. 75. 

180, wy» is apparently a variant for wav. There is a short blank space between the 
final v and the very slight vestige of the following letter, which was perhaps the initial of the 
name of the critic who supported the reading. 

182-3. mauv: maav Pap. According to Ahrens, De dial. Dor. p. 26, maidv, Idv, &c., was 
the Doric accent; but different systems may have obtained among grammarians. If 6¢= 
‘and’ the acute accent shows that an enclitic (ro?) followed. 

The Zenodotean reading recorded in the margin is obscure. The letters are for the 
most part clear. 


VII. 


1. If ddrlepae (Pindar Fr. 109. 5 mevias dédrespav) is right, the Muses or Graces are 
addressed. 

3. avdAdy probably means ‘temple’; cf. Vem. iv. 24 “Hpakdéos 6\Biav mpds avdav. 

4. In front of the cross at the beginning of this line are some ink marks which might 
represent os, but are more likely to be accidental. 

12. dv = ava. 

15. mpo Boplod (-u[dv?): or mpoBdplios; cf. Frs. 129-31. 20 below. 

16. |rapo{ is written slightly smaller and less regularly than the adjoining letters, and is 
possibly part of a marginal entry. 

17. keda|Snoav adddv: cf, Fr. 16. 5 kedadyjoa0” Guvous. 

18. evavrns is not found elsewhere except in Apoll. Rhod. iv. 148 ecvavtéa 80dva 
epoppiy. 


B. Frs. 16-25. On the general characteristics of this group of fragments cf. introd. 
p- 12. Whether any of them belong to Paean VII, or, if so, which, is doubtful. There 
are some resemblances in rhythm, but no correspondence can be established. 

Fr. 16. 5. kedadyoa@ is probably a variant for some other verb. The conjunction of 
the words keAadjoa6 duvous here is noteworthy in connexion with Mem. iv. 16, where Bergk’s 
emendation of the traditional vpvov Kedddnoe kaddivkov to vidy x. x. has been accepted by 
Bury and Schroeder. Cf. VII. 17 Kea Snoav avdav. ? 

6. Possibly kar’ duagirdv, as in Pysh. iv. 247: only the scantiest traces remain of the 
word between t|rmov and dapua€, 

7. Zupias: the first letter seems to be o rather than o, or 6ovpiais would be an easier 
epithet. Cf. Aesch. Pers, 84 Svpidv & dpya dioxwv, and for dv’ tmmas cf. eg. Ol. i. 41 
Xpvoéaow ay inmos, The doubtful v may be 7. 

8. mjravév: cf. Plato, Phaedr. 246 E Zeds éativav mrnvov dpua. The supposed 7 is 


represented only by the top of the crossbar, which might belong equally well to e. a, 
y Or o. 


10-7. ‘(I pray) to the fair-robed child of Uranus, Mnemosyne, and to her daughters 
to grant fullness of resource. For blind are the minds of men, whoever without the maids 
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of Helicon seeks the steep path of them who walked it by their wisdom. To ane.they have 
handed on this immortal work. . ? Re ee 


10. Some word like éwevyoua is apparently to be supplied in the lacuna. For eimém 
: xépaltjoi 7 cf. VI. 54-6 and Jsthm. vi. 74-5 kdépa xpvoorérAov Mvapyoowvas, 

IL, evpayxaviav: cf. [sthm. iv, 2, where the word means rather abundance of opportunity 
than resourcefulness on the part of the poet. The latter sense is more appropriate in the 
present passage. 

13-4. avdpav...[éjoris: So OL. iii. 10-1 vicovr’ em’ dvOpdmous doa @ TU. . 

15. If €Aédr|rov is right the sense seems to be doris epeva tiv Babeiav dddv rev eXOdvToV 
ati tais atrav gopias : ‘whoever emulates the masters of poetry must be guided by the 
Muses,’ The allusion is perhaps to Homer; cf. Fr. 17. Bury would prefer to connect 
€hO|v|rov with [élores and clopias with épevs[a, which gives a less involved sentence, but 
makes €dé[év|rav awkwardly placed. ¢Aéévjrav, however, is insecure ; the doubtful 6 may 
be ¢ or 0, and y may replace r. To write codias 6dév (cf. VIII. 4) would be a slight 
simplification, but that is hardly warrantable. For Baeiav cf. Pyth. v. 88 adds Babeiav 
KéAevOoy avoiryov. 

16. The paragraphus marks the commencement of a new metrical section. If Fr. 16 
belongs to Paean VII this section will be an epode, since the metre of |. 16 differs from that 
of VII. 1, 

17. mévov seems to be the right reading ; mépov would keep up the metaphor of 66év in 
1. 15 (cf. Lsthm. viii. 15 Biov mépor) but combines less easily with 5\eSo[xav] adavar[o|v. 


Fr. 17. The appearance of this fragment suggests that it is closely connected with 
Fr. 19, though whether it should be placed somewhere in ll. 1-9 or belongs to the succeed- 
ing column is doubtful; the recto is consistent with either position. A suitable collocation 
could be produced by making Fr. 17. 1. 1 the next verse to Fr. 16. 1. 17 and connecting 
aévov With ‘Opnpov; the papyrus being broken immediately above the latter word, there is no 
means of determining whether that line was the first of a column. 


Fr. 18. The beginning ofl. 10 in Fr. 16 seems to be a rather likely place for this 
small fragment. 


Fr. 19. The first column of this fragment may follow immediately on Fr. 16. Such 
a position would suit the recto, which on the other hand indicates that Fr. 16 is not to be 
placed next to Fr. 19, Col. ii. 

2. Sédtou: cf. Kaibel, Zpzgr. 185. 10 ‘Ounpov deArov and 471. 1-2 “Opunpos vuvno’ ev 
déArors. The occurrence of 8éArou here may be a mere coincidence, but perhaps affords 
a slight additional argument for making Fr. 16 and Fr. 19, Col. i successive columns, and 
placing Fr. 17 at the top of the latter. 

10. The scholium indicates a reference to Leto; cf. 1. 12 and Il. 20 sqq. 

12. Either éka¢p|you or éxaép|yp, as shown by the accent. Cf. Pyth. ix. 28 éxdepyos 
*Arrd\@v, 

16-8, Whether Fr. 20 should be assigned to this column is very doubtful ; éccaro is 
not very suitable to the context in ll. 20 sqq. The fragment is unlikely, owing to its 
difference in colour, to belong to Fr. 1g, Col. i, but it may be the top of the column 
represented by Fr. 21. In the first line of the scholium it is tempting to read thy Aj )Aov 
héyet Alo}r[e]ptay (cf. V. 42, note), but though the supposed m is quite uncertain and could 
well be 7 (or y or a), there does not seem to be room for ore between the a and p. 

18. Only a short horizontal stroke, which we take for an elongated base of a 4, is 
visible before the lacuna ; it is too near to the line above to be a paragraphus. 
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20, aelopnt fe: v. 2. meiOoua, indicating that meioopa is from meiOew not macyev. The 
speaker-is Asteria, as the next lines show. ee 

z1 sqq. Cf. Callimachus, Ded. 36 sqq. ad’ ddperos reddyerow ere ees, ovvopa O ny Toe 
’Aotepin Td madaudy, ere Baldy ao rappoy ovpavdbev hevyovoa Avos yapov dotépt ton, Something 
corresponding to yduov has to be supplied in 1. 21 after ééAo{uva, and 4 perhaps = én ; but 
this use does not occur elsewhere in Pindar, and Bury would interpret 7 here on the analogy 
of Pyth. iv. 547 4 pa Mndelas éréwv orixes, where however the reading has been called in 
question and # is taken by some critics as equivalent to én. 

22. Koiov Ovyatnp: i.e. Asteria, not Leto. 

23. Of the last five letters the bases only remain; d¢o[cJca seems to be right, but 7 or 
» might be read in place of the following «. Some infinitive such as Aéyew or adew seems 
to be required to complete the sentence, though this profession of scepticism on the part of 
the poet is curious; contrast Py/h. x. 49-50 Oe@v teAeodvt@v ovdey Tote caiverat Ep pev 
am.rrov. 

24. For the variant wy cf. VI. 115, note. In the incomplete state of the text it is 
difficult to decide between the claims of év and &. The a is probably by the original 
scribe ; whether the overwritten » in this line and v in the next are also due to him is much 
more doubtful. 

25. evayéa, v. J. evavyéa: the dot to the right of the interlinear v is lost. The present 
passage is one of the few authorities for the spelling evavyjs, which Hemsterhuis wished 
to restore in all passages where the word means ‘clear’ or ‘conspicuous.’ In Arist. 
De Mundo 5. p. 397.16 one MS. has evavyéoraros, and evavyia is found as a variant on 
evayia in Iambl. Profrepi. p. 152. 23. It does not seem possible to read the first letter 
of the scholium as e, and if Javaye[ is right, the stem must be vavay-, which would pre- 
sumably be another v. 2, although the entry is in the small cursive hand in which 
explanations, not variants, are commonly given, and vavay- in any form would produce 
a difference of metre. The supposed ye could equally well be v. 

26. For the name ’Oprvyia cf. e.g. Apoll. Rhod. i. 537 4 mov ev ’Opruyin (ev tH Anro 
Schol.) and Schol. Lycophron 401 4 Anrotds ddeAdpi "Actepia hevyouoa tiv tod Aws piéw 
pereBahev éavtny eis dptvya kal HAaTo eis THY OddAacoay Kal eyévero vncos, Hris ek TavTns “Oprvyia 
kat “Aotepia eéxadeiro. te is clear before pu; Blass preferred Kan|¢ ov te. In mada there is 
a hole between a and 4, which are farther apart than usual, but there would not be room for 
maXa{vo}. unless the o was abnormally small, 

24. Cf. Callim, Del. 53-4 ovkér’ &nhos érémdees, GAN’ evi mévrov Kipacw Alyaioo today 
eveOnkao pitas. 

28-30. If ras is right rofoddpov rehéoar yovov will be epexegetical of épaccarto, i, e. Zeus 
desired the island as the place for the birth of Apollo. A more natural interpretation 
would be to connect ras with yévor, but this is inadmissible since ras must refer to Asteria, 
who was not the mother of Apollo. Perhaps ras should be &s = éws (Ol. x. 51), when 
tekéaat would be directly dependent on é¢pdocaro as in Wem, i. 31 od« epapa. . . eyew. 
The metre being uncertain we cannot decide between xpdricros and kdpriatos ; the confusion 
of spelling is not unfrequent in Pindar, e.g. Py¢h. xi. 18, where there is authority for 
both xparepav and xaprepav. For 6 xpdrioros of Zeus cf. O/. xiv. 12 Obcdv xpatiotouv mraides, 
and for redéoa Pyth. iii. 9 Tov pév edimmov Pdeyia Ovydtnp mpw red€ooa patporddrA@ adv ’Edevbuia. 
y of yovov has apparently been corrected from o. 

___ The present context, as suggested by Blass, would be appropriate to Fr. go, reading 
in ll. 3-4 x|dAkela}e pev rdfre . .. U}ro xiorfes; cf. Pindar Fr. 88 dA’ & Kowoyers dxdt’ ddiveoat 
Bviou’ dyxirdkors éméBa vv (SC. Andov), d) TéTe Téocapes dpOat mpéuvev ar@povtay xGovior, av 
fC) emuxpdvous axéOov mérpav ddayavronediAot kioves. Moreover, the metre in Fr, go can be 
brought into correspondence with that in Il, 24-6: UU —| irdpv6os epail vero... — x |arxeae 
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pev rolre... UU —U}ro kior[zs, and the two passages might therefore stand in the relation 
of strophe and antistrophe. The difference of hand creates no real difficulty, for if C and 
D belong to the same MS. as A and B, which there is good ground for supposing (cf. 
introd. p. 23), a change of scribe necessarily occurred at some point, and there is no 
reason why the point should not be at the end of Col. ii of Fr. 19. The appearance of 
the papyrus, however, is very dissimilar in the two fragments; and the metrical argument 
is not strong, for the line of fracture on the left side of Fr. go is practically straight, and it 
is hardly likely that both uv uv —] in 1. 24 and UU —v] in |. 26 would have occupied the 
same space as — x| in 1.25. We have therefore refrained from bringing Fr. go into 
immediate relation with Fr. 19, though the combination is undoubtedly attractive. 


Fr. 21. The position of this fragment in relation to Frs. 16 and 17 is altogether 
uncertain ; it may precede Fr. 16 or follow Fr. 17. The recto is practically illegible. 

7. €ooerat, which is probably a variant for [éo]ra, seems to be independent of apaf, 
being not quite in the same straight line, and apparently by a different hand. 


Fr. 22. 3. Neither the circumflex accent nor the rough breathing is clear. io# (subj. of 
ivapr) is conjectured by Bury in JVem. iv. gt. 


Fr. 26. This fragment and Fr. 27 are distinguished by the fact that the recto is in 
a different hand from that of the rest of A and B, and may be the same as that of D, where 
the text on the verso is by a second scribe. Fr. 27 is of a darker colour than Fr. 26, and 
does not apparently join directly on to it. 

5. mdéi Onp pl: or possibly Nnpéiov infep .. .(?), but the letter before p is rather more 
like p than z, and there is a mark above the preceding letter, which has to be ignored if this 
be read as » but can well be an accent on an 7. 

6. «po[.}ov : the supposed ¢ is rather tall and may be ¢. 

7. Cf. Mem, ix. 22 "Iopyvot & ém bxAaor. A small dot at the base of }. might be the 
vestige of an a, but [¢x@a}s alone would not fill the lacuna. 


Fr. 28. 2. Badvdfoé...: cf. Il. 58, &c. Badug[wv .. . may also be read, but a combina- 
tion with III. 99 is not possible ; cf. note ad loc, 
4. A@alva . . 2 Or acivar. . .? 


Fr. 33. 2. Perhaps ayjaco’ or Jas o’: but the first « is possibly a rubbed 0, and |Aos or 
Juos e. g. might be read. 

3. Possibly *A}roddov; but the relative length of the next four lines renders it unlikely 
that this line is the first verse of a strophe from V. 

4. The first ¢ of vee is extremely doubtful, but « or o are equally unsatisfactory ; Ae or 
do may be read for ac. 

Fr. 44. It is not certain which way up this fragment should be placed. 

Fr. 46. 2. The mark of length above the a is not quite certain. 

3. An alternative reading dvOéu@ vol for advOéuwv Bal is apparently indicated by the 
interlinear insertion. 

4. Joxe: or Joxa. If xéAns is right the next word may be ’Iéu/os: iov7{ cannot be read. 


Fr. 47. 2. JSadu[: so probably rather than ]Sadve[. In any case this line cannot be the 
first of one of the strophes of V (tie Add’ "AmodQov), since Jogo . [ (Ba6j-for{ ?) in the line 
below does not suit the metre of the following verse -yUU-UU--. 


Fr. 48. This fragment cannot be placed at VI. 68-9; cf. note ad (oc. 
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Frs. 49, 50. These two fragments are of the same light colour, but do not join. 


Fr. 54. 2. The letter after » must be either a or 8. The insertion above the line is in 
lighter ink and somewhat blurred. 


Fr. 55. 1. The insertion (which is not certainly by the first hand) is at the distance of 
an ordinary verse from |, 2; the note is therefore a marginal one, and Jrova{ came near the 
end of a line. 


Frs. 59-60. The appearance of these two small fragments suggests a connexion with 
Col. viii of A owing to the fact that the recto there has a broad strip of papyrus gummed 
on to it, the writing on which runs in the reverse direction to the cursive of the recto, and 
the recto of Frs. 59 and 60 is covered in the same way with pieces from the same document. 
The strip down Col. viii, however, is practically complete except at Il. roz—4, and since 
neither of the fragments can be fitted on there, they may come from quite another part of 
the manuscript. The recto of Fr, 68 is similar, 


Frs. 65-81. Of these seventeen fragments of scholia the recto of five, namely Frs. 71, 
45,76, 78, and 81 is blank, and they may therefore come from either A-B, C or D; inthe 
case of Frs. 77 and 81 the remains on the recto are insufficient to identify the hand. 
The remainder, as is shown by the recto, belong either to A-B or C, the majority more 
probably to the former. Fr. 81, which is in small sloping uncials, should perhaps rather be 
referred to C or D. 


Fr. 66. This fragment is composed of two pieces, the combination of which, though 
ea is not quite free from doubt. The line of junction is at the lacunae after yer| 
and rail. 


Fr. 71. 4. Perhaps 6 8€ MivSapo]s Neyer [ as in Fr. 82. 3. 
C. The hand of the text changes at this point; cf. introd. p. 12. 


VIII. 


Fr. 82. 1 sqq. This scholium not improbably refers, like Il. 7-11, to Clymenus and 
Erginus (cf. note ad /oc.), but its subject is obscured by mutilation. 

2. If éléqNOes yleveny is right the oracle was quoted verbatim. 

4. The word after fwika is perhaps kat; the vestiges are too slight for certain 
identification. 

7-11. Cf. Apollod. ii. 4. 11 KAvuevoy rov Muvéev Baoihéa dibo Bardov Mevorxéws Hvioyos, 
évopa Iepinpns, év ’Oyxnor@ Mocedavos repéver tirpmoxer, 6 dé Kopicbeis eis ’Opyouevdy fyuOvns 
emioknmrer TehevTav "Epyivy re madi exducnoa (cf. Fr. 65. 5) rév Gdvarov aitod, otparevoduevos 
d€ Epyivos emi OnBas, kreivas ovk OAlyous, éomeiaato ped’ Spkwy dros méuraow aite OnBaior Sacpdv 
émi éikoow én kara eros éxardv Béas. ent rodrov rov Sacpdv rods Knpukas eis OnBas amidyras 
auvtvxov “Hpakdjjs €hwBnoato . . . ef’ ols ayavakrav éeorpdrevoev emi O7Bas. “Hpakdps o€... 
"Epyivov ev éxrewe rovs d€ Muwas érpévaro, A similar account is given by Pausanias ix. 37. 2; 
cf. Schol. O72. xiv. 2. 


8. Perhaps vio, but hardly *Epyt|yolu, since ’Epyivos is presumably the subject of 
G|myjter. 10}, which would be expected, does not seem admissible; the vu is extremely 


doubtful, and palaeographically v would be more satisfactory. 


17-9. A paraphrase of Il. 25 sqq. dureAém in 1. rg is corrupt. redéws is probably 
meant, and dv may represent ad, ‘further’; (o)d redéws emitede[ceis is less likely. 


20-33. ‘(Seeing Paris) hasting forth, straightway her godliest inspired heart cried out 
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with grievous moan and made utterance with such purport of speech :—O infinite far-seeing 
son of Cronos, now wilt thou accomplish the calamity fated of old what time Hecabe 
declared to the sons of Dardanus the vision which she once saw when she carried this man 
in her womb; she thought she bore a fiery hundred-handed Fury, who with cruel violence 
hurled down to the ground all Ilium. And she said...’ 


20. omevdovr’ refers to Paris, hastening to set out for Sparta. The removal of the final 
v of exrayfev is indicated by a dot placed above and below the letter, as in 1. 25 below; 
ch 167. 

iep[rarov: cf. note on Fr. 84. 3. 

21. keap: ie, that of Cassandra, xéap being used paraphrastically for the person as 
in Vem. vii. 102 1d 8 eyov o8 more pdoe xéap. For ddoaiot orovaxais cf. Tiiad Y 10 6ddoo%0 
+++ yooto, 

22. The accent and mark of quantity on crovayas show that the scribe carelessly 
mistook the dative for the nominative. 

23. xopupa: cf. Ol. vii. 68-9 redetrabev S€ Aéyov Kopupal ev adabeia meroioa and Py/sh. 
iil. 80 Adyov cuvepev kopupay. The analogy of these passages makes Adyov in |. 24 pre- 
ferable to the v. J. Adyov, With what object the curved marks were placed beneath the 
syllables ac and ¢a is not clear; cf. IX. 35 and 41, where the syllables yer of Aéxee and 
Tnv in the name Tnvepoy are similarly underlined. Such signs are used e.g. in the 
Bacchylides papyrus to connect the constituent parts of compound words (iii. 23 dapacimmov, 
Vv. 19 evpudvaxros, &c.), but though the stroke would serve to warn the reader that Ty in 
Tnvepov was not the article, and that rovade was one word, not two, no similar explanation 
will apply to copypa or A€xet. In the former word next to the circumflex accent is a mark 
which we can only explain as a sign of short quantity indicating xopugai, though this is 
contradicted by the accent and xopudai would not construe, 

odpavev: the interlinear » is in a lighter ink, and was perhaps added by a later hand. 

24. Adywv: cf. note on |. 23. The adjective mavareipwy is found only in Orph. Z. 
58. 10 vdpov wyv-ytov mavameipovos edvdpou apxns. mavaneipir’ (Oppian C, ii. 517) in the same 
sense or mavarjpov (Hesiod, Op. 811, Anth. Pal. ix. 525. 17; cf Pindar, Pyth, x. 
21—2 Oeds ein aanpor xéap) are other possibilities. 

25. The reading redeis was altered to réde (imperative), a dot having been placed 
above and below the final o (cf. 1. 20), and the accent of ré&te added. ‘The indicative reneis 
is preferable, since Cassandra did not wish for the accomplishment of the ruin of Troy, but 
only foresaw it. 

29. rovd’ avép’ means of course Paris. 

30 sqq. On this well-known story of Hecuba’s dream cf. e.g. Apollod. iii. 12. 5 
Sevrépov dé yervacOar péAdovros Bpépors edokev ‘ExdByn Kal? vrap Sadov rekeiv Sidrvpov (so 
Eurip. Zrocades g21-2 Bpépos, dadrod muxpov pivne’, Schol. Eurip. Andr. 294 Aaprada, Vergil, 
Aen. vii. 320 Nee face tantum Crssets praegnas, &c.), totter S€ nacav emiwveper Oat Thy modw Kal 
kale. 

32. emi n[édov: cf. Aesch. Fr. 169 mpds méd@ Badys, &c. 

33 sqq. These mutilated lines probably refer to the interpretation of the dream, of 
which different accounts are preserved. According to Apollod. 7. c. the interpreter was 
Priam’s son Aesacus, at whose recommendation the child was exposed, but ineffectually 
(cf. 1. 35 (?) €oga}\e mpopabera). 

34. For tmva{déov cf. Anth, Pal. v. 242. 5 év dmvadéoow oveipors. Either « or 7 might be 
read in place of a, but not o. 

35. Perhaps ovdras ’Alpio(rapxos) or ’Alp(coropa)r(ns) ; cf, note on II. 61. 


Frs. 83-4. That Fr, 83 should be placed at the top of this column is made almost 
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certain by the combination of three considerations: (1) the similar appearance of the verso 
of Frs. 83 and 84, (2) the fact that a strengthening strip from a cursive document has been 
gummed on the recto of both of them, (3) the coincidence that when the fragment is so 
placed a column of exactly the right length results. On grounds analogous to (1) 
and (2) Fr. 85 is also to be placed in the upper part of the column, probably close to 
Fr. 84. 

1-2. evo| and pe .{ are probably the beginnings of lines. 

8. The vestiges at the end of this line may belong to a scholium. 

II. kde’s occurs also in Ol. i. g2 ’Adpeod mépm xr. and Mem. iv. 15 Oapa xe rOde pedet 
KX, vidv (?) KeAddnoe. KAUeis in the present passage will mean simply ‘ reclining.’ 

12, mpagov is apparently the neuter participle future agreeing with éros, though the 
expression is somewhat strange. 

13. If the marginal Xpvo( ) gives the name of the speaker, possibly the Trojan 
Chryses, who was a priest of Apollo, or the Cretan Chrysothemis, who is said to have 
been the first winner in the contest of singing a hymn to Apollo at Delphi (Pausan. x. 7. 2), 
may be meant. But on the analogy of the other abbreviated names of Pindaric com- 
mentators which occur in this papyrus it is more probable that Xpuo(_ ) stands for the critic 
Xpvourros, who is frequently referred to in the extant scholia. 

15. From the conjunction in the scholium of axeavod and 6€ud0s it may be inferred that 
the latter word followed in the text. The reading is practically certain, and + cannot be 
substituted for 8, though it should perhaps be restored in accordance with the usual 
Pindaric declension. 


Fr. 86. 1. This line was probably, but not certainly, the first of a column. The frag- 
ment cannot be combined with Fr. 88 @ i|meprara, &c. 

Fr. 87. 3. There is a remarkable coincidence between the remains of this line and 
Fr. 82. 20; the word tep#raroy probably occurs in both verses, and the same ambiguity 
of metre in the preceding word is also found in both cases. But the hypothesis that the 
two verses are in strophic correspondence is open to the objection that Fr. 87. 4 |evres 
does not agree with Fr, 82. 21 édoailou; this difficulty, however, could easily be overcome 
by writing ddorail on. 

Fr. go. On the grounds for and against bringing this fragment into connexion with 
Fr. 19 see note on ll. 28-30 ad loc. 

Fr. 91. This fragment may contain the beginnings of lines. 

Fr. 93. For the double accent on émdous cf. note on V. 44. The rough breathing is 
not clear. 

Fr. 95. 5. Perhaps a critical note, if & rice = ‘in some copies.’ 

Fr. 96. 1. @pacvs seems to be a variant for raxvs. If "Ade€avé[p below is a reference to 
Paris, the fragment may come from the column following Fr. 82. ii; cf. Frs. 129-31. 1. 

Frs. 103-4. These two fragments are very similar in appearance, and probably go close 
together. 

Fr. 107. dn[d] Sdgpuns Sadpvn[popixdy: the poems described as dapynpopuxed were so called 
from the branches of laurel which the singers carried, and according to Proclus, Chrest. ap. 
Phot. £762, 239, they were classed with the TapGeveca,—Tap6. ots kat ra Aadyyndopika ds eis 
yévos minre. The daprnpopia was specially associated with the Ismenion at Thebes. Cf. 
introd. p. 24. 

Fr. 108. mploodé[ov seems a likely restoration; on its possible significance cf. introd. 
p. 24. 

Fr. 109. The occurrence of an elision mark between e and @ leads us to regard this 
line as belonging to the text in spite of the rather small size of the letters. 
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Fr. 111, Probably from the top of a column. The first line may be part of 
a scholium. 

Fr. 116. The vestiges below the third line seem to represent lectional signs rather 
than letters. 

Fr. 117. 2. The supposed high stop may be the end of an acute accent. 

Fr, 124. The writing in this fragment is slightly more cursive than usual in the notes 
by the first hand. 


D. Frs, 126-39 are distinguished from those under C by the presence of a different 
hand on the recto. 


IX. For THE THEBANS. 


1-21 = Pindar Fr. 107, preserved in Dionys. Hal. De Demosth. dict. c. 7 radra kai ra 
Guota TovTos, & moAAA eoTw, ef AdBor pédn Kal prvOpodrs Somep of SiOYpapBor kat ta Lropynpara, 
trois Lwddpov mounpacw éorxevar Sd€evev dy rois eis tov HALov elpnpevois, ds y’ ewot haivera’ ‘Axis, 
«7.A, The general accuracy of Dionysius’ quotation is confirmed by the metre as 
determined by ll. 34 sqq., though some small improvements can now be effected. On the 
class of composition to which the ode belongs cf. introd. p. 23. 


1-2. ri (Dionys.) suits the metre and makes good sense. 

pnoea, & parep: éuns Oe p’ Grep Dionys., of which Blass’s emendation pyoea (or 
éunoao Bergk) & parep is confirmed by the metre, 

3. An additional short syllable is required before ¢@nxas to produce a correspondence 
with 1. 43, which there is no reason to suspect. Perhaps yy, which might easily have 
dropped out after c\errémevor, or rv y’ should be inserted. €@nxas is likely to be sound ; cf. 
e.g. 1. 19 below and O/. ii. 16—7 dmoinroy . . . O€uev Epyov TéXos. 

4. loxtv 7 dvdpaov) Blass, now confirmed by ll. 14, 34, and 44; toxdv mravdv avdp, 
Dionys. (rravév dpdow Paris. 1745). Though the syllable may be long or short (short 
in ll. 14 and 34, long in 1. 44), it is better to write -ow than -ou since -ow recurs in the 
same position in ]. 14. Other similar correspondences in this poem are Il. 5 and 15 -rov... 
“peV-, ll. 8 and 38 -€0O. 

7. immos Oabods Dionys., immooda Gods Blass. 

g-11. Our identification of Fr, 127 is of course uncertain, but the accents on ]éA{ and 
\é[ both happen to suit, and, moreover, the recto is blank as it should be if the fragment 
belongs to Col. ii of Fr. 126. 

g. [sis]: és Dionys., but the syllable is long in ll. rg and 49. 

13. The remains of the first letter are consistent with either 0 or w, but the con- 
ditions seem less difficult if the two initial feet are taken to be [U #rdo[— rather than [vu —loroo}. 
Above the or o is a dot which is more probably the tip of a lectional sign, e.g. a grave 
or circumflex accent, than of an over-written letter. The doubtful o might be «, o or o, 
but hardly 6, 

mronéporo 8€ cua: modéepov dis dua Dionys. Scaliger’s cdua has been generally accepted, 
and modépouo Se can now be confidently restored with the aid of the metre in 1. 43. 

16. (v) dp wéSov: dAda éS0v Dionys., of which Hermann’s 4p is a natural emendation, 
but then a short syllable is wanting before du. (cp’) (Blass) would serve. 

17. For the alternative accents on rayerov cf. VI. 88. The word is commonly made 
oxytone; cf. Arcad, 81. 14 mayeros, dmep d€vver 9 ovvndea, Eranius Philo, p. 172 mayeros 
pev TO Kpvos, mayeros Se 6 Xepor. 
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18. péov Schroeder for Dionys. iepdy. The scholium below this line confirms # vériov 
6épos, but does not seem to have been illuminating. 

22-33. It appears probable that a single column is the extent of the loss between 
ll. 18 and 34. This column would have contained fifteen or sixteen lines, giving an epode 
of the very suitable number either of ten verses, which is also the length of the strophe, 
or of eleven, for which there is an exact parallel in IV. 


ll. 34-49. ‘I have been perfected by some divine influence hard by the immortal 
couch of Melia to compose a noble strain with flute and cunning of the mind, for your 
sake. I supplicate thee, Far-darter, consecrating to the Muses’ arts this shrine .. . 
wherein Oceanus’ daughter Melia once shared thy couch, O god of Pytho, and bore mighty 
Tenerus, the chosen interpreter of heaven’s decrees. To his care didst thou, father with 
unshorn locks, commit the host of Cadmus and the city of Zeathus, on account of his wise 
fortitude. For the sea-dwelling wielder of the trident honoured him above other mortals, 
and he hastened (to?) the region of the Euripus.. .’ 


34, The use of éxpdvOyv is somewhat strange; the idea appears to be the need of 
divine help if the poet is to attain perfection in his art, eémvredetoGar, which is given as an 
equivalent, occurs in a different sense in Fr. 82. 20. 

35. According to the explanation of the scholiast, the ‘couch of Melia’ means the 
Theban Ismenion, or temple of Apollo Ismenius. Melia, the daughter of Oceanus, was 
the mother of the seer Tenerus by Apollo, and like her son was revered at Thebes, where 
there was a spring which bore her name, close to the Ismenion; cf. ll. 41-3 below, 
Pyth, xi. 4-6 and Schol. ad. Joc., Pausan. ix. 10. 5, &c. 

36. For the Doric infinitive cuvdyev cf. VI. 94, note, and for 6pdov, Mem. vii. 81 mokdparov 
Opdov vpvev dove. In the fragmentary scholium in the margin pe{ may well be part of the 
name Me[Aia and 7» of TiLvepos, e. g. ev rouT@ [TG lep@ THY Media rekei pact] Th» epov "Ardd\Nove. 
Cf. the preceding note. 

38. The letters ra in exaraBode are crossed through, and also have dots above them ; 
that éxaBore is here the correct form is proved by the metre. 

39. drfalriOeis: cf. Pyth. viii. 29-31 dyaOeuev macav paxpayopiay dupa te Kal Pbéypare 
pad@axg, where, however, the verb has an abstract object. 

40. The latter half of this line presents difficulties. % ando are clear, and if r, which 
is nearly certain, is right, the intervening letter must be v. It is doubtful whether the 
traces before Xo represent two letters or only one; if there are two a a would be best 
for the first, though y, ¢, &, or perhaps « might also be read; of the second there is only 
a small speck, which would suit any letter beginning with a more or less upright stroke. 
If on the other hand there is only one letter, it can hardly be other than , and some narrow 
letter should stand between it and the A. - —Aov 1’ [dn], as suggested by Blass, would 
be attractive if a suitable word ending in doy could be found, though éy ¢ in |. 41 would 
better accord with a single antecedent substantive. It is rather tempting to read [6 mo[) Aov 
r[ed)»; the supposed acute accent, of which only a tiny top remains, over the first syllable 
might well be a mark of elision or crasis, and the o, though not very satisfactory, is 
possible, The difficulty lies in reading anything but « for the final letter. «and the 
second upright of v are indistinguishable in form, but some part of the diagonal stroke of 
a » would be expected to be visible. The papyrus, however, is damaged, and it is perhaps 
too much to say that a » is to be excluded, though a restoration requiring it cannot be 
regarded as convincing. Bury suggests 7/46), which might be accepted if no better 
solution is forthcoming. 

41. On the myth of Tenerus cf, note on 1. 35. 

Geniz[ov: cf. Pindar Fr. 192 AeAdoi bepioroy {Upvov} parties ’Amodwvidat, 
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44. Kd8pou orpardv kal ZedOov mé[Aw: i.e. Thebes and the Thebans. Zéados is ap- 
parently an otherwise unattested form of Zj4os, who with his twin brother Amphion took 
and fortified Thebes and was buried there. 

47. There is not too much space for the or of ’Opo{or|piawa, which is the regular 
Pindaric form (OZ viii. 48, Pyth. ii. 12, Mem. iv. 86), and perhaps ’Opoirp. was written; 
cf. dpoixrumos and dpowedns. "Oporrpiawa (épryvpr) would have a different shade of meaning 
from that of ’Opaorpiawa (épaés). 

48. Cf. Pyth. xi. 4-5 map MeXlav xpucewy és advrov tpitddwv Onoavpdv, dv mepiard’ érivace 
Aokias. 

49. Without the complete context the meaning of ovvérewe cannot be clearly defined, 
but it appears to be equivalent to contendit, ‘hastened, a sense found in late writers; 
cf. Bekker, Anecd. p. 64 ovvreivew* ro tpéxew ovvrerauéves, Plutarch Mic. 30 dpdum ovvteivas 
€ls TO dorv. 

The subject of Fr. 139, where some one is said to have gone to Aulis and made 
prophecies there, is very probably Tenerus, but that note cannot be the continuation of 
perarro[pevOjvas Aéyerae (?), for such an arrangement would make the distance between 
Col. iv and the next too great, and it is pretty clear from the width of its lower margin 
that Fr. 139 ran underneath a column (cf. Fr. 126. ii and Fr. 129), whereas peraro| pevOjvat does 
not. It is, however, likely enough that Fr. 139 comes from the bottom of the column 
following Col. iv and referred to a passage standing in close relation to Evpimov re ovverewe 
xX@pov. 


Frs. 129-31. The metre shows that these two fragmentary columns do not belong 
to IX ; the strophe or epode contained at least fourteen verses (Il. 2-15). 

3. €var| with what seems to be the top of a mark of long quantity above the letter after 
the r is presumably évdra or évdrav, and the references to an ¢vvaernpis in the margin opposite 
and below the column are to be connected with this. This Theban dag¢ynpopia was held 
&:” évvaernpidos according to Proclus, Chres¢. ap. Photius B7d/. 239. 

1-5. Scholium. Cf. Homer, //. B 751 sqq. of 7 aud’ ipeprov Terapnovov epy’ eveuovto, ds p 
és IInvetdv mpoies kadXippoov dep. .. dpxov yap Sewod Ervyds Vdards eotw amoppe€, the last line being 
partially quoted at the beginning of the note. The sentence is probably complete at 
IInvetdv, and the word rwd seems to have occurred in the text. The space between dp|kou 
«.t.A. and Aovor| «.r.A, indicates that the two lines belong to distinct notes, 

6. Schol. below line. The number of letters lost in the gap between the two halves 
of this note is uncertain, but may be estimated at about sixteen. It is not possible to read 
da 6 é[r|év, as would be expected (cf. note on 1. 3); but perhaps « is a graphical error 
for 6, or there may have been some question whether the da¢ynpopia occurred at intervals 
of five or of nine years, Pausanias (ix. 10. 4) says that a boy called dadynpopos was made 
iepéa evcavorov. 


Frs. 132-3. If these two fragments are to be assigned to the foregoing column, they 
should be placed so that Jooe[ in Fr. 133 comes approximately over |kovyap (I. 5 schol.), and 
Fr. 132 above and in the same straight line with Fr. 133, the edges of the papyrus in neither 
case directly joining. We are led to this arrangement by the coincidence that the fragments, 
like Fr. 130, have a strengthening strip gummed on to the recto, and also show a selis. But 
since the recto is in both cases nearly blank, it is not absolutely certain (though probable) 
that these fragments belong to D rather than to C. 


Fr, 131. ii. 12 modudoy{ : cf. Ol. v. 10 & modudoyxe Maddds. 
14. Eevoxadys is a dma€ Neyopevoy. 
15. The paragraphus below this line marks the conclusion of a strophic section. 
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18. wl: or perhaps ra[; the tops of the letters are lost. 
19. keivov is also a possibility, but not xetvov on account of the accent. 
20. The accent indicates m{p|oBap{vos or -v. 


Fr. 134. 3. The interlinear txa8{ seems to be the same word as that which occurs 
in the reading attributed to Aristophanes in 1, 9 exdd:os, which, if sound, must be an adjective 
derived from ekds, otherwise attested only as a proper name. According to the Liym. Mag. 
s.v. there was a festival of Apollo on the zoth of the month. 

4. Jer(): or Jr() (Kear?) 

g. Cf. note on 1. 3. 


Fr. 137. 2. The paragraphus below the line shows that ¢py¢[76ac is the beginning of 
a sentence. 

Fr. 139. Cf. note on IX. 49. Jo( ) in 1. 2 is possibly Evpur)o( ). 

Frs. 140-62. The recto of these small fragments is blank or practically so, and there 
is consequently no safe criterion for determining whether they belong to C or D. The 
texture and colour of the papyrus, however, suggests that Frs. 140, 146, and 161 come from 
D, and most of the others from C. Fr. 151 perhaps does not belong to this papyrus. 

Fr. 145. 2. The letters are only slightly smaller than those above, and since the 
two lines are the ordinary distance apart, |deox, may be part of the text, not of 
a scholium. 

Fr. 154. |# followed by a dot is an interlinear variant. The circumflex accent is doubtful. 

Fr. 156. 1. The supposed mark of length over a may be a mark of short quantity 
or a grave accent. 

Bro367.Ct IX..Col. iv and Fr.138: 

Fr, 162. 1. This line is in a different hand from that of the rest of the text, and seems 
to be over an erasure. The hand of ll. 2-3, however, indicates that the fragment, which 
probably is from the bottom of a column, belongs to C—-D. 
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Height 21-2 cm. Plates IV and V (Cols. v-vi and xi-xii.), 


Since the discovery of the ’A@nvalwy Todireia in 1890 Egypt has not 
produced any historical papyrus at all comparable in importance to these 
portions of a lost Greek historian, obviously of the first rank, dealing in minute 
detail with the events of the Greek world in the years 396 and 395 B.c. The 
papyrus, which with the exception of the manuscript of Plato’s Symposium (848) 
is the largest literary text that has been found at Oxyrhynchus, originally con- 
sisted of about 230 fragments of varying sizes. These have been so far pieced 
together that only about fifty-five, none of which is large, remain unplaced, and 
it is improbable that further efforts at combination will yield results of much 
importance. Like the manuscript of Pindar’s Paeans (841) the historical work 
though written in uncials, is on the verso of an official document. This is a 
land-survey register giving a long list of cultivators, and the entries in most 
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cases follow the same scheme, which gives (1) the geographical relation of the 
plot of land in question to its predecessor, (2) the name of the owner or lessee, 
(3) the rent and area, (4) the adjacent plots, (5) the changes introduced with 
regard to rent. The village of Ibion Argaei, which was in the south-west of the 
Arsinoite nome, is mentioned as being in the vicinity of one of the plots of land, 
and the land-survey was no doubt drawn up at some village near Ibion, but 
whether the historical work was also written in that district or at Oxyrhynchus 
is uncertain. Various years, ranging from the 4th to the 12th, of an unnamed 
emperor are mentioned, and the handwriting shows that he belonged to the 
second century. Since the survey was probably written soon after the 12th year, 
the reign of Commodus, which in Egypt was reckoned from his father’s accession 
and therefore begins with his 20th year, is out of the question; the reign of 
Hadrian or Antoninus is as likely to be meant as that of Marcus Aurelius. The 
land-survey has of course been of the utmost service in determining the place of 
detached fragments of the historian, and is in itself of no slight interest : the text 
of portions of it will be given in Part VI. The writing in some places is con- 
cealed by strips of papyrus which were gummed on in order to strengthen the roll 
when the verso came to be used. 

Of the historical work at least twenty-one columns are to be distinguished, 
written in two hands. Postponing for the moment the question of the right order 
of these columns, and assuming the correctness of the numbers assigned to them 
by us, the first hand is responsible for Cols. i-iv, vi. 27-xxi, and all the loose 
fragments except Frs. 3 and perhaps16, The scribe employs a small neat uncial 
of the sloping oval type, representing a transitional stage between the earlier 
specimens of this style, e.g. the Oxyrhynchus papyrus of Demosthenes’ [pooluia 
dyunyopika (26) of the late first or early second century, and the ordinary third 
century type illustrated e.g. by 23 and 232. N at the end of a line is generally 
indicated by a horizontal stroke above the final letter, a practice already found in 
the second century, and a few of the conventional abbreviations occur at the ends 
of lines, «’ for xaé in ix. 25, xiv. 13, xx. 20 and 25, w’ for wév in xviii. 24 and 35, 
these being similar to the abbreviations found in e.g. the ’A@nvalwy ToAurela. 
A peculiar characteristic of this scribe is his tendency (especially at the ends 
of lines) to combine the letters M and Hor H and N so that the last vertical stroke 
of the first letter serves also as the first of the second, e.g. Ioyn{viay in xiii. 10, 
pnvev in xvi. 2, thy in xix. 36. The beginning of a new section is marked by 
a coronis or paragraphus, a small blank space being left where the transition 
occurs in the middle of a line; but there are no stops, and only two accents 
(xx. 36, Fr. 45. 3), and a couple of breathings (xi. 2, xx. 32). Diaereses are 
sometimes placed over 1 and v. Ina few cases omitted words or letters have 
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been inserted above the line by the scribe himself (xii. 25, xvi. 2, xxi. 18 
and 33, Fr. 33. 8), but not nearly so often as was desirable, the number of 
words omitted being considerable; cf. i. 5, note. Some serious corruptions 
occur, e.g. mpos Tapunv mow for rap Yaurodw in xv. 26, Unyns (sic) for Iepons 
in xx. 36, ovrw for vo in xvi. 31 (cf. also i. 27, vi. 12, xii. 27, 39, Xiv. 15, XX. 31, 
and xxi. 32), and the spelling of proper names is frequently inconsistent, cf. e. g. 
xii. 34-5, note. The second hand, which is responsible for v. 1-vi. 27 with 
Frs. 3 and perhaps 16, is smaller and rougher than the first. N at the end 
of a line is often written as a horizontal stroke; and a diaeresis occurs in v. 44. 
Stops (high points) are freely employed, a slight space being also left to mark 
the pause, and sometimes the space occurs where the stop is omitted ; cf. v. 1, 
note. A paragraphus is found in vi. lo marking a transition which the first 
hand would have ignored. In the margin against v. 45 occurs 6, perhaps 
denoting the 4ooth line of the MS.; cf. note ad loc. Unlike the first scribe, 
the second hand writes « adscript. A slip occurs in vi. 18. With regard to 
the date of the MS., the survey on the recto was, as we have said, written 
about the middle of the second century, and we should ascribe the text on 
the verso to the end of that century or the early part of the third. A late 
third-century date is out of the question. The first hand is not very uniform 
either in the size or spacing of his letters ; at the end of a line they are some- 
times very small and cramped, and the beginnings of lines tend gradually to 
move further to the left as the column proceeds. Hence, though the columns 
measure about 16-7 x9 cm. with tolerable regularity, there is much variation in 
the number of lines in a column and the number of letters ina line. Col. i has 
only 37 lines, but Col. ii has 40, Col. iii 43, and Col. iv. 42 (?). In Col. vii the 
number is as high as 45, the scribe being influenced by the more compact writing 
employed by the second hand, who in Col. v, the only extant column entirely 
due to him, reaches the exceptionally large number of 60 lines; even Col. vi, 
which is divided between the two scribes, has 53. After Col. vii the numbers 
tend to diminish again. Col. viii has 42 lines, Cols. xi-xii, xv, xviii-xxi 39, Cols. 
xiii, xiv and xvii 40, Col. xvi 38. Few lines by the first hand exceed 45 or 
fall below 35 letters, the average being about 40. In vi. 5-27, the only complete 
or nearly complete lines by the second hand, the average is also about 40. Cols. 
i-ii, vi, and xi-xxi, representing about two-thirds of a total of approximately 
8co lines, are well preserved, and in all but a few passages admit of a satisfactory 
restoration of the lacunae. Of Col. iii only about half of each line is extant, and 
in Cols. v, vii, and viii still less, but the sense can occasionally be caught; Cols. 
iv, ix, and x, however, are hopeless. 

These twenty-one columns are not continuous, but are divided into four 
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distinct sections, separated from each other by gaps of uncertain length in which 
several columns are or may be missing. We have called these sections A, B, C, 
and D. A consists of Cols. i-iv, including Frs. 1 and 2, only i-ii and 
lii-iv being continuous, but that Col. iii with Fr. 1 follows immediately after 
Col. ii is certain both from internal evidence and from the recto; cf. iii. 1-5, 
note. Whether the small Fr. 2 belongs to iii. 40-43, as we suppose, is more 
doubtful. B consists of Cols. v-viii with Frs. 3-7, and contains Cols. v, vi and 
the beginnings of lines of vii on the same piece of papyrus. The place of 
Frs. 3, 4, and 7, though separated from the main body of B, is definitely fixed 
(cf. notes on v. 41, vii. 1-2, and viii. 3); hence it is certain that Col. viii 
immediately follows vii. That Frs. 5 and 6 belong to Col. vii is practically 
secure, and we have assigned them to ll. 16-24 and 35-41 respectively, but their 
exact position is doubtful; cf. notes ad loc. C contains only the two quite 
fragmentary Cols. ix and x with Frs. 8-15, which seem to belong to this 
section. D, by far the largest section, has Cols. xi-xxi, which are continuous. 
The first problem that arises is the order of these four sections, which 
unfortunately is in some respects not clear, in spite of the fact that our author 
(whom in order not to prejudice the question of his identity with any known 
historian we henceforth call P) seems to have arrangéd his work on chronological 
principles almost as strictly as Thucydides and much more carefully than 
Xenophon. That D comes after A and B is certain from internal evidence, for 
it contains (xviii. 33 sqq.) the account of the campaign of Agesilaus in the late 
summer and autumn of 395, whereas B narrates (v. 6-vii. 4) his campaign in the 
spring and early summer of the same year, and the general description of 
the anti-Spartan feeling in Greece in A (i. 33 sqq.) must obviously have preceded 
the much more detailed account in D of the Theban intrigues which led first to 
the war with Phocis and then to an open breach with Sparta (xi. 34 sqq.). 
That D comes last of the four sections is also indicated by the land-survey on 
the recto, the writing of which runs in the opposite direction to that of the verso, 
and which accordingly begins on the other side of Col. xxi. For Col. i of the 
land-survey is in a different hand from the rest, and follows a different formula, 
being apparently a register of land xa@ tdaros, and concluding yivo(vtar) Kad’ 
Waros (dpovpar) WwrnZisABEd, dv 7 woceia, referring apparently to the following 
detailed survey-list, though only in a few cases is it stated that individual plots 
were under water. Hence the presumption is that the land-survey on the recto 
of A, B, and C comes later than that of D, i.e. that the writing on the verso of 
A, B, and C precedes D. With regard to the position of C (Cols. ix—x), owing 
to its hopelessly mutilated condition there is no internal evidence to guide us, so 
that beyond the presumption just indicated that it precedes D its relation to the 
I 
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other sections is wholly uncertain, and it may be placed before A, between 
A and B, or between B and D. Our choice of the last alternative is quite 
arbitrary, and the question is of secondary importance. The main problem with 
regard to the order of the sections concerns A and B—which of these two is to 
be placed first? The external evidence is conflicting. On the one hand, before 
Col. i of A is a blank margin 44 cm. in width, whereas the ordinary width of the 
margin between two columns of this papyrus is only 13 cm. Since Col. i. 1 is 
obviously the beginning of a new chapter it is clear that the broad margin before 
it is no mere accident, and that Col. i is either the absolute beginning of the roll, 
or was intentionally separated widely from preceding columns in order to mark 
the commencement of a new division (probably a new book) of the author’s 
work. That the roll originally extended beyond the present starting-point of A 
is known from the land-survey on the recto of the margin of Col. i, which breaks 
off in the middles of lines; but since no regard would be paid to the writing on 
the recto when the verso came to be used, it is quite possible that the vertical 
fracture down the left edge of the margin of A is the result not of injury 
when the MS. was thrown away, but of design when the verso was prepared 
for use. On the other hand A is written by the second of the two scribes who 
appear in B, so that if A follows B it is necessary to assume only one change 
of hands, whereas if A precedes B it must be supposed that the first scribe 
gave way to the second at some point in the gap between Cols. iv and v 
and then resumed at vi. 27. The hypothesis that B comes first has therefore the 
advantage of greater simplicity, and is supported by the analogy of the land- 
survey, in which we justifiably used the identity of the hand on the recto of 
A, B, and C with the second hand on the recto of D as an argument for 
placing the recto of A-C after D. In fact, the priority of B to A has so 
much prima facie probability that at first and for a long time we adopted that 
sequence ; it was only when we came to examine in detail the historical problems 
connected with A that we decided to place it before B. The relative order of 
these two sections makes a considerable difference to the interpretation of A, 
for since B is known from other sources to refer to the spring and early summer 
of 395, the @épos in A iii. g, on which the whole chronology of A depends, must, 
if A comes after B, refer to 395, whereas, if A precedes B, the summer of 396 is 
meant, an earlier year being for various reasons out of the question. A unfortu- 
nately mentions no event of which the precise date is fixed by independent 
evidence, for though the arrival of Conon’s reinforcements from Phoenicia 
(iii. 23-7) is also recorded by Diodorus, that historian’s account of the naval war 
is too brief and his chronology too uncertain to help in choosing between the 
rival dates for the events recorded in A. The two principal difficulties which 
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arise from the attribution of A to 395 instead of 396, and which have therefore 
induced us to place A before B, are discussed in detail in the notes on iii. 9, 21, 
and 23-6. Tosummarize the results there reached, the view that the 0épos in iii. 9 
refers to 395 inevitably leads to the conclusion that the year which P took as 
a kind of fresh starting-point after the close of the Peloponnesian war corresponds 
to the archonship of Micon 402-1, in which no incident of particular note took 
place, whereas the view that the 6épos is that of 396 will make P’s starting-point 
after the war 403-2, approximately the archonship of Euclides, which is a most 
natural and reasonable year to select for the commencement of a fresh epoch. 
Secondly, the hypothesis that A concerns 395 leads to great confusion with 
regard to the Spartan vatvapyo, of whom two seem to arrive in the same summer, 
an inference which can only be avoided by encountering worse obstacles, whereas 
if A refers to 396 all difficulty is removed. Thirdly, the view that A concerns 
396 has the advantage of allowing more time for the change of policy on the 
part of the moderate democrats at Athens with regard to a war with Sparta ; 
cf. i. 16, note. We therefore prefer the arrangement adopted in the text, 
according to which A precedes B and relates to 396; and seeing that A in any 
case begins a new division or book, we are disposed to regard it as the actual 
commencement of the whole roll. A parallel for the changes of hands, whereby 
the portion written by a second scribe comes between two portions written by 
the first, is to be found in the MS. of the ’A@ynvatwy Todurefa. There the third 
hand, which begins in Col. xx and continues up to the end of the second roll at 
Col. xxiv, is also responsible for the fourth roll containing Cols. xxxi-vii, the 
intervening roll containing Cols. xxv-xxx being written by the fourth hand. 

We proceed to a short analysis of the contents of the papyrus, which for 
the convenience of future reference we have divided into chapters and_ sec- 
tions, though in the present edition we generally refer to columns and lines 
only. A commences with an account of the sailing from Athens of a trireme 
commanded by a certain Demaenetus without official sanction to assist Conon, 
and the unsuccessful efforts of the Spartan harmost at Aegina to intercept it 
(i. 1-iii. 7). This incident, to which a passing allusion occurs in Aeschines 
(cf. i. 3, note), is of slight importance; but the commotion at Athens caused 
by it enables P to give a very interesting description of the attitude towards 
Sparta of the various Athenian parties at the time (i. g-ii. 1), from which he 
diverges into an important excursus upon the origin of the anti-Spartan feel- 
ing in Greece (ii. 1-35). The adjectives used by P in describing the contending 
parties at Athens and his severe judgement upon the extreme democrats, whom 
he not only charges with accepting Persian bribes but with desiring a war with 
Sparta for purely selfish reasons (i. 33, note), betray his aristocratic proclivities ; 
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but on the other hand he controverts strongly the theory, no doubt put forward 
by the Spartans, that the mission of Timocrates was instrumental in bringing 
about the anti-Spartan league, and exhibits a considerable historical insight into 
the political situation, of which he takes on the whole a very just view. The first 
of a long series of conflicts with Xenophon occurs in connexion with the date of 
the sending of Timocrates, whom Xenophon (supported by Pausanias and Plutarch) 
represents as dispatched by Tithraustes in the summer of 395, while P connects 
him with Pharnabazus (therein agreeing with Polyaenus), and implies that the 
mission took place much earlier, i.e. in 397 or early in 396. P and Xenophon 
also come into conflict on the question of the acceptance of Timocrates’ bribes by 
the Athenians, and the part played by those bribes in bringing about the anti- 
Spartan confederacy, on both of which points P’s version is again, in our opinion, 
superior (i. 33, note). An allusion to Pharax as 6 mpérepov vadvapxos goes far to solve 
the much disputed problem of the date of that admiral’s year of office (i. 30, note). 
The mention of Timolaus in connexion with the opposition to Sparta at Corinth 
gives rise to a digression on some former exploits of his in the Decelean war. 
These are not mentioned by Thucydides, and the fact that the second one, which 
probably occurred just after the latest events recorded by that historian, had 
already been noticed by P probably in its proper chronological position, is an 
important indication of the scope of our author’s work (ii. 17, note). 

In iii, 7 begins a new chapter (IV), which starts by recording the commence- 
ment of a new year (the 8th) from the event chosen by P as a fresh point 
of departure after the conclusion of the Peloponnesian war. Unfortunately the 
lacunae, which prevent any continuous restoration of Col. iii after 1. 5, render the 
interpretation of this crucial passage doubtful in several respects, and it is 
not clear whether the 0¢pos with which the new year begins is the spring or mid- 
summer, or what event was taken as the commencement of the epoch. Unless, 
however, A is placed after B (cf. p. 114), the archonship of Euclides (403-2) seems 
to be the first year on the new reckoning, and the @€pos is that of 396, not 395 
(iii. 9, note). The rest of Col. iii (11-43) is concerned with the naval war, 
to which P gives great prominence (cf. xi. 1-34, xv. 32—xviii. 33), and of which he 
shows the most detailed knowledge, especially with regard to Conon. He thus 
presents a marked contrast to Xenophon, who after mentioning the stir caused at 
Sparta in the winter of 397-6 by the news of the Persian naval preparations 
(fell, iii. 4. 1-2) entirely ignores Conon’s proceedings until the battle of Cnidus 
in 394 (which itself is only introduced incidentally in iv. 3. 10-14 in connexion with 
the news of it reaching Agesilaus), in order that the stage may be left free for the 
Spartan king. That Xenophon was himself conscious of his deficiency is shown 
by his excuses in iv. 8. 1, where he justifies his silence concerning the naval war 
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on the ground that he was only describing rév mpd€ewv ras Géiopynwovedrovs. The 
narrative in Chapter IV is for the most part too incomplete to be intelligible, but 
the arrival of a new Spartan vavapxos, probably Pollis, is chronicled (cf. iii. a1 
note), and at the same time (apparently the summer of 396) Conon, whose head- 
quarters were at Caunus in Caria, receives reinforcements from Phoenicia. This 
event is also referred to by Diodorus in words so similar that they must be 
derived directly or indirectly from P, though probably with an error as to the 
chronology, for Diodorus puts the arrival of the Phoenician ships after the revolt of 
Rhodes, whereas P seems to place the revolt after the arrival of the reinforce- 
ments, which is much more likely to be correct (iii. 23-6, note, where the vexed 
question of the chronology of the naval war is discussed in full). Whether the 
scanty remains of Col. iv, with which A concludes, are also concerned with 
the naval war or deal with a fresh subject is uncertain. The gap between 
A and B need not be very extensive, for apart from Agesilaus’ doings in Asia 
no events of much importance took place in 396, unless indeed P took account of 
Sicilian history, which is not probable, and the dispatch of Agesilaus to Asia and 
the early part of the campaign are likely to have been described before Col. i in 
the preceding book or division of P’s work. 

B, where it becomes intelligible, begins with an account of Agesilaus’ 
campaign in the spring and early summer of 395, which occupies v. 6—vii. 4, 
v. 1-5 being perhaps concerned with his preparations during the winter, but 
possibly with quite a different subject. The narrative is not only more detailed 
than Xenophon’s two accounts of this campaign in the //ellenica and Agesilaus, 
but differs widely from them, particularly as to the disposition of Tissaphernes’ 
forces, of which the infantry were according to Xenophon sent by mistake to 
Caria, and the nature of the chief engagement which resulted according to both 
authorities in the capture of the Persian camp. On the other hand P agrees 
closely with the somewhat less detailed account of Diodorus, especially with 
regard to Agesilaus’ route (v. 8, note), the part taken in the campaign by the 
Persian infantry, on which point Pausanias supports Diodorus (v. 13-6, note), the 
formation of the Greek troops in column (v. 9, note), the description of the ambush 
by which the Greeks secured the victory (v. 59, note), and Agesilaus’ withdrawal 
from the interior owing to unfavourable auspices (vi. 30, note). There are some 
discrepancies between P and Diodorus concerning firstly the number of the 
Persian forces (v. 13-6, note) and of the slain (vi. 21, note), and secondly the 
manceuvres connected with the ambush; apart, however, from these inconsiderable 
differences there is, except some conventional details added to Diodorus’ account 
of the ambush (e.g. the fact that the Greeks raised a paean, as is usual in 
Diodorus’ battles), really nothing in his account of this campaign that is not 
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found in P. In fact Diodorus’ narrative looks like an abridgement of P with 
some variations of the language, which rarely coincides verbally with that of P. 
Whether P’s or Xenophon’s account is superior in credibility is open to dispute, 
but P’s version has considerable claims to acceptance in spite of the fact that 
Xenophon is apparently describing the campaign from first-hand knowledge 
(v. 59, note). The rest of B, vii. 4-viii. 42 (Chapter VIII), deals in most elaborate 
detail with the superseding of Tissaphernes by Tithraustes and the assassination 
of the former, events which are briefly recorded by Xenophon in a few words. 
This chapter is badly mutilated, and no continuous restoration is possible; but 
enough remains to trace the close agreement between P and firstly Diodorus, who 
again seems to be giving an abridgement of P, and secondly Polyaenus, who is 
fuller than Diodorus but somewhat less detailed than P (vii. 4, 21-5, 36-41, viii. 
18, 21, 26, 27-30, notes). The story told by Nepos that Tissaphernes’ replace- 
ment by Tithraustes was brought about by Conon finds no confirmation, and the 
date for Conon’s visit to the Persian court indicated by Nepos and supported by 
Pausanias (the winter of 396-5), which has generally been preferred to the date 
implied by Diodorus (the winter of 395-4), is clearly inconsistent with P, who 
probably agreed with Diodorus on this point (vii. 4, note; cf. xv. 37, note). 
Persian affairs are still under discussion when B breaks off. A later reference to 
the negotiations between Tithraustes and Agesilaus (xviii. 37, note) shows that 
the account of these occurred in the gap between B and D, probably in the column 
following viii. This gap also comprised the earlier portion of the account of the 
revolution at Rhodes, of which the conclusion is extant in Col. xi, but whether 
C, containing the two fragmentary columns ix and x, is rightly placed between 
Band Dis wholly uncertain ; cf. pp. 113-4. Nothing can be made out of these two 
columns except that in Col. x P seems to be giving an appreciative character- 
sketch of some general or politician whose identity is uncertain (ix. 16, note). 
When D, by far the longest and best preserved section of the papyrus, 
begins, P has reverted to the naval war, xi. 1-34 describing a revolution at 
Rhodes whereby the democrats with the connivance of Conon overthrew the 
existing oligarchic government, which was in the hands of the Diagoreans, one 
of the leading Rhodian families. Xenophon ignores this revolution, to which 
there is a brief allusion in a quotation from Androtion in Pausanias. It has 
hitherto been connected closely with the revolt of Rhodes from Sparta, which is 
mentioned by Diodorus, but P now shows that the two events were by no means 
contemporaneous, the revolution taking place in the summer of 395, the revolt 
from Sparta in the preceding winter or earlier (iii. 23-6, xi. 1, notes). The 
mention of the Diagoreans throws an interesting light on the treatment of an 
illustrious member of that family, Dorieus, by the Spartans (xi. 10, note), and 
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the reference to Conon’s two chief lieutenants, Hieronymus and Nicophemus, 
supplies another point of contact with Diodorus (xi. 10-1, note). The cautious 
policy of Conon and the moderation displayed by the victorious democrats 
receive due recognition from P, who here shows no trace of an aristocratic bias. 
In xi. 34 the subject changes to the war between Boeotia and Phocis in the 
summer of 395, but this is not actually reached until xiv. 16 sqq., since P enters 
upon a series of digressions. A mention of the state of faction existing at 
Thebes (xi. 35-8) leads to what is the most valuable portion of the whole 
papyrus, a description of the constitution of Boeotia in 395 (xi. 38-xii. 31), 
which settles a number of important and highly disputed questions, and provides 
much new information. The nature of the four boulai referred to by Thucydides 
is explained, and while Kohler is shown to be right in connecting them with the 
four boulai which the oligarchs at Athens wished to set up in 411, the surprising 
fact is now ascertained that these boulai belonged to the individual cities of the 
league, not to the federation as a whole, which had a single boule of 660 
members not invested with the supreme powers of the local boulai. The vexed 
question of the number of the Boeotarchs at the time of the Peloponnesian war 
is fixed at eleven, corresponding to a division of the Boeotians into eleven units, 
and what is still more important, we now have for the first time a complete list 
of the states forming the league and their distribution among the several units, 
according to which they shared the rights and duties of membership of the 
confederation (xi. 38, note). Of special interest are the details concerning the 
Boeotarchs appointed by Thebes (xii. 12-3, note), Orchomenus (xii. 16, note), 
and Tanagra (xii. 17, note). In xii. 31 P reverts to parties at Thebes, about 
which he shows himself very well informed. The description of the anti-Spartan 
faction is on the whole very impartial, and the analysis of their motives shows 
considerable historical acumen (xiii. 10, note; cf. xiv. 6 sqq.). A reference to 
the change in the Theban policy caused by the control of public affairs passing 
from the pro-Spartan to the anti-Spartan party leads to another interesting 
digression (xiii. 15 sqq.) upon the causes of the increase of Boeotian prosperity 
in the forty years preceding 395, and this excursus leads on to yet another 
(xiii. 36-xiv. 5) upon the lavish adornment of Attica in the same period. P then, 
after describing the political schemes of the anti-Spartan party (xiv. 6-21), at 
length reaches the origin of the Boeotian war. His account of the intrigues 
from which it arose (xiv. 21-xv. 15) is not only more detailed than Xenophon’s, 
but differs in several important particulars—e.g. on the questions whether the 
Locrians concerned in the border dispute were the Opuntian (so Xen.) or 
the Hesperian (so P and Pausanias), whether the first act of aggression came 
from the side of the Locrians (so Xen. and Paus.) or from the Phocians 
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(so P), and what methods were employed by the Theban instigators of the war. 
The unsuccessful attempt of the Spartans to settle the dispute peaceably 
(xv. 7-11), which is recorded by no other historian, puts the policy of Sparta 
with regard to Boeotia in a new light, and this does not harmonize very well with 
the subsequent state of feeling at Sparta as described by Xenophon, whose 
account of the origin of this war is perhaps preferable in some respects to that 
of P (xiv. 21, note). The details of the invasion of Phocis (xv. 15-32) are all 
new but of no special interest. Incidentally P’s treatment of the whole dispute 
between the Phocians and the Locrians provides some important indications that 
he wrote his account before the conclusion, at any rate, of the Sacred War ; 
Cle pe 034. 

In xv. 32-xviii. 33 P once more returns to the naval war, and begins 
by recording the arrival (in the late summer) of a hitherto unknown Spartan 
vavapxos Cheiricrates, thereby producing a conflict with Xenophon, who 
represents Pisander as having been appointed vavapxos by Agesilaus at about 
this period (xv. 33, note). An otherwise unrelated visit of Conon to Sardis in 
order to obtain money (xv. 37, note) leads to a digression on the financial 
difficulties experienced by Greeks in the pay of Persia (xvi. 3-15). A passage 
which implies that the Persian empire was still standing shows that this history 
was composed before the conquest of Persia by Alexander (xiv. 3, note). After 
narrating the results of Conon’s mission and the departure of Tithraustes for the 
Persian court (xvi. 16-29), P proceeds to describe minutely a mutiny at Caunus 
of Conon’s forces upon the return of their commander. This event, which 
neatly led to the dispersion of Conon’s fleet, has been passed over by all 
historians except Justin, whose reference to it, though brief, seems to be derived 
indirectly from P (xvi. 29, note). The revolt was ultimately quelled by the 
efforts of Conon, whose mpo@upia receives special praise from our author (xviii. 32). 
In xvi. 33 P reverts to Agesilaus, and describes his campaign in the late summer 
and autumn of 395 up to his arrival at Dascylium, where he passed the winter, 
at which point the papyrus breaks off. Diodorus omits this campaign altogether, 
and, as in the account of the war in the earlier half of the year (v. 6-vii. 4), 
P differs widely from Xenophon, who, omitting the not very exciting incidents 
of Agesilaus’ march, concentrates his descriptive powers upon one or two 
episodes which were capable of picturesque treatment, e.g. the negotiations of 
Agesilaus with the king of Paphlagonia and later with Pharnabazus. P, on the 
other hand, gives a plain, straightforward account of the military operations, 
showing considerable acquaintance with the geography of Asia Minor and the 
details of the campaign (xviii. 39, note). When he reaches the Paphlagonian 
incident he devotes only a few lines to it, but manages nevertheless to conflict 
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with Xenophon both about the name of the Paphlagonian king (on this point 
being also in disagreement with Theopompus and Nepos), and the method by 
which the negotiations were conducted (xx. 37, note). A description of an 
ambush (xix. 22~39) resembles with slight variations that in v. 59 sqq. Con- 
cerning Spithradates, a Persian noble who deserted to Agesilaus, somewhat less 
information is given than by Xenophon; but with regard to Spithradates’ son 
Megabates P speaks openly of Agesilaus’ attachment to him, which is only 
hinted at in the el/enica, though amply illustrated by the Agesz/aus (xx. 9, note). 
The papyrus concludes in the middle of a description of an abortive scheme for 
invading Cappadocia, concerning which country erroneous geographical ideas 
prevailed even down to Roman times (xxi. 35-9, note). The unplaced fragments 
(16-72) are too small to give any historical information. 

To summarize the chief characteristics of our author, we have in this papyrus 
a very elaborate and detailed work of a historian of obviously great importance, 
who shows himself equally well informed whether dealing with events in Greece, 
the campaigns of Agesilaus in Asia, or the naval war. In the arrangement 
of his material he has adopted an annalistic method, evidently imitated from 
Thucydides, whereby events are narrated in chronological order and divided into 
years beginning in the ‘summer’ (whether spring or midsummer is not clear), 
and he has not grouped together according to subject events separated by any 
considerable distance of time. Hence there are abrupt transitions to and from 
different parts of the world, e. g. the account of the origin of the Boeotian war is 
inserted between two chapters dealing with the naval war. Whether P adhered 
strictly to this chronological arrangement there is not sufficient evidence to show ; 
but so far as the extant portions of his work go, he seems to keep closely to it. 
On the other hand he is extremely fond of digressions, whether excursions into 
earlier history, e.g. the exploits of Timolaus and the rise of Theban prosperity, 
or general descriptions which serve to illustrate the background of the events 
which he is recording, e.g. the sketch of the constitution of Boeotia. These 
digressions, though adding greatly to the interest and variety of P’s work, are 
seldom very relevant, and cause serious interruptions to the narrative. How 
easily he was led on from one excursus to another is well illustrated, firstly by 
i. 20 sqq., where, starting from the privateering expedition of Demaenetus, he 
reaches the achievements of the Corinthian Timolaus in the Decelean war through 
the intermediate stages of the origin of the anti-Spartan feeling first at Athens, 
then in Greece in genera], and at Corinth in particular,—secondly by xii. 3¥ sqq., 
where, from the war between Boeotia and Phocis, he proceeds through the de- 
scription of parties at Thebes, the causes of the previous preponderance of the 
aristocrats and the growing prosperity of Thebes, to a sketch of the flourishing 
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condition of Attica prior to the fortification of Decelea. With regard to the 
scope of his work, it is clear that it included, besides the events of 396 and 395, 
the history of the seven years between 396 and the close of the Peloponnesian war, 
the year 403-2, corresponding approximately to the archonship of Euclides, being 
taken by Pas markinga kind of epoch. That his history, however, did not begin 
with 403-2, but comprised that portion of the Peloponnesian war which Thucy- 
dides did not live to narrate, is rendered probable by the reference to a former 
description of an incident of B.C. 411 in ii. 27. Since events prior to 411 are 
several times mentioned, but in no case with a reference to a former description of 
them, there is a strong presumption that P’s history began where Thucydides’ 
left off, and was intended to be a continuation of it. To what point beyond 395 
the narrative was carried there is no internal evidence to show, except that which 
indicates the period of the composition of the work itself. The description of the 
constitution of Boeotia, which is contrasted with the conditions existing in the 
writer’s own day, was certainly written after 387, when at the peace of Antalcidas 
the Boeotian league underwent considerable changes. On the other hand the 
fact that the Persian empire is spoken of in terms implying that it was still 
standing (cf. p. 120), proves that P’s history was not written later than 330, and 
the use of the present tense in regard to the border disputes between Phocis 
and Locris, coupled with the absence of any reference to the Sacred War which 
resulted in the destruction of the Phocians, indicates that P’s work was com- 
posed before the conclusion of that war in 346, to say nothing of the general 
probability that an author so well informed (cf. e.g. the extremely minute 
description of the mutiny in xvi. 29 sqq., which is likely to have been obtained 
from an eyewitness) was not writing more than a couple of generations later than 
the events which he narrates. It is therefore possible that the history reached 
a point some twenty or thirty years later than 395, but considering its elaborate 
scale this is not at all likely, and there is nothing to suggest that it went further 
than the battle of Cnidus in 394, with which Theopompus’ Hedlenica concluded. 

That P’s sympathies were aristocratic not democratic, and therefore on the 
whole with Sparta, is shown by his description of the parties at Athens, particularly 
his opinion of the motives influencing the extreme section of the democrats. In 
his account also of the intrigues which led to the Boeotian war he seems to 
acquiesce in the Spartan claims to the hegemony of Greece at this period. But 
so far from laying himself open to the charge of exaggerated partisanship, 
P compares favourably with Xenophon by his impartiality. While admitting 
(probably rightly) the fact of the acceptance of Persian gold by the Athenians in 
common with the Thebans, Argives, and Corinthians, he expressly defends those 
states from the accusation of Medizing, by controverting the pro-Spartan view 


842. THEOPOMPUS (OR CRATIPPUS), HELLENICA 123 


and minimizing the extent to which the mission of Timocrates was responsible 
for creating the anti-Spartan league. The moderation of the section of the 
Athenian democratic party headed by Thrasybulus and Anytus and of the 
victorious democrats at Rhodes is plainly recognized, and it is noteworthy that 
the leaders of the anti-Spartan faction at Thebes are classed among the BéAricror 
kal yvwpysdraroe no less than their opponents. Of an anti-Theban bias, which is 
so marked in Xenophon, there is no trace; and it is clear that P wished to do 
full justice to the chief enemy and destined conqueror of Sparta. A still more 
remarkable example of his fairness towards Sparta’s enemies is the prominence 
assigned by him to Conon, who figures no less conspicuously than Agesilaus, 
while there is a noticeable contrast between the dry and unenthusiastic catalogue 
of Agesilaus’ achievements, which evoke hardly a word of praise, and the more 
lively narrative of the incidents of the naval war with its outspoken expression of 
admiration for Conon’s skill in overcoming difficulties (xviii. 32). Nothing illus- 
trates P’s merits as a historian and his superiority to Xenophon better than the 
correct perspective in which he draws the two chief actors on his stage, refusing 
to allow the brilliant and showy but ultimately fruitless triumphs of Agesilaus in 
the East to obscure the slow but in the end successful steps by which Conon 
destroyed the Spartan sea power and restored Athens to a position among the 
leading Greek states. 

A characteristic of P, which separates him from most Greek historians, 
is his dislike of rhetoric and apparent avoidance of speeches, of which there is 
only one consisting of but nine words (xi. 22-3), so that he almost seems to 
have taken the eighth book of Thucydides as his model. Allowance must, 
however, be made not only for the fact that the events recorded in the extant 
fragments do not offer any very favourable opportunities for inserting speeches 
(even Thucydides in Books i-vii and Xenophon have long sections without 
them), but also for the possibility that speeches occurred in the lost portions of 
P’s history. His seeming divergence from the common method of employing 
speeches to indicate motives and illustrate situations is compensated by a frequent 
analysis of causes, which shows much historical insight into the politics of the 
early fourth century, e.g. the discussions of the growth of anti-Spartan feeling in 
Greece, and of the policy of the anti-Spartan party at Thebes. That our author 
was sparing in comments, whether of approval or of the reverse, upon the actions 
of his characters is clear; it is unfortunate that the only passage in which he 
seems to have entered on a general criticism of some one’s character is hopelessly 
mutilated (Col. x). 

While P’s excellences as a narrator of facts, his wealth of information, his 
impartiality, his acuteness of judgement, and his seriousness, entitle him to very 
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high place among Greek historians, it is impossible to award much praise to his 
style. This, though correct and easy, is somewhat frigid, colourless, and verbose, 
rather like that of Polybius, and its monotonous flow is but seldom stirred to 
a little life, as in the descriptions of the democratic rising at Rhodes, the 
mutiny of Conon’s troops, and the adornment of Attica. So far from displaying 
any richness of vocabulary, he is decidedly careless about repeating words at 
very short intervals, and shows a marked fondness for certain expressions, e.g. 
BadiCew, mapokdve, and rvyxavew with a participle in place of the simple verb. 
yey... € are wont to recur with dull regularity, and the tendency to overload 
sentences with participles and parentheses, e.g. xiv. 8-16, sometimes produces 
a heavy effect. Some words and phrases recall Polybius, e.g. (rats méAeot) rats 
mpoewpnuevars (ii. 32), mAnyn (xv. 20, Xix. 25), karaCedéas (xix. 18). With xaplevtes 
in i. 9g cf. Ar. Pol. Z 5,1320b 7. The nearest parallel to the curious expression 
Bonhwavtos éxetvov tiv [Bo}jOevav in xi. 23 is Body axparov in Menander Fr. 510 (Kock). 
The hypothesis that he wrote his work later than 346 is excluded by internal 
evidence (cf. p. 122), and the style does not suggest a much earlier date. Hiatus 
is as a rule avoided, even at the cost of producing an unnatural order of words, 
e.g. ii. 34 eanpyevor pucety oay tots Aakedaimovious, and xi. 22 twpyev & avdpes, Edn, 
moXirat, éml rovs tupdvvovs. Eight instances, however (cf. i. 4, note), of hiatus 
occur, and though most of these can be got rid of without difficulty by slight 
alterations of the text, we have preferred to allow them to stand. The avoidance 
of hiatus proves little as regards the date of composition, for it is common to the 
Isocrateans, Polybius, and even Plutarch. 

Turning to P’s relation to other historians, everything in the papyrus leads 
to the conclusion that he was quite independent of Xenophon, and it is not even 
certain that Xenophon’s Hellenica was published before P wrote his work, for 
the Hellenica is now generally supposed to have been issued between 360 and 
350, and the limits within which P composed his history are 387 and 346; 
cf.p.122. If the //ellenica was published first, P shows a complete disregard 
for it, not only describing much that Xenophon had omitted, but frequently 
conflicting with him where the two writers cover the same ground. P may even 
have intended his work to be a contrast to Xenophon’s onesided and unsatisfac- 
tory account. With Diodorus P exhibits a remarkably close connexion ; Diod. xiv. 
80, which describes Agesilaus’ campaign in the early part of 395 and the super- 
session of Tissaphernes, is practically an abridgement of v-viii, and with regard 
to the naval war also Diodorus (xiv. 79. 4-8) has obtained his scanty details from 
P, though in the process apparently disturbing the sequence of events. The 
question whether the use of P by Diodorus was direct or indirect we postpone 
until we reach the question of P’s identity (cf. pp. 135-7), but we may remark that 
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with the discovery of P the criticism of Diod. xiii and xiv in any case enters on 
anew phase. Another late writer with whom P exhibits some noteworthy cases 
of agreement, though to a less extent than with Diodorus, is Polyaenus, whose 
account of the removal of Tissaphernes (S¢va¢. vii. 16) seems to be an abridge- 
ment of vii—viii, and who alone of ancient writers agrees with P in associating 
the mission of Timocrates with Pharnabazus instead of with Tithraustes, though 
it is possible that this may be due to an accident (i. 33, note). Pausanias, too, 
presents some points of connexion with P, but generally mingled with points of 
difference. Thus he agrees with P that Epicrates and Cephalus took Persian 
gold (i. 33, note), and like P associates Amphitheus (whom he calls Amphithemis) 
with Ismenias and Androclidas (xii. 34-5, note); but on the date of Pisander’s 
appointment as vavapxos (xv. 33, note) and that of Timocrates’ mission and its 
effects he agrees with Xenophon against P, the view which Pausanias accepted 
being expressly controverted in ii. 1 sqq. Again with regard to the origin of 
the Boeotian war Pausanias agrees with P against Xenophon that the Locrians 
concerned were the Hesperian, not the Opuntian; but the embassy of the 
Athenians mentioned by Pausanias is not at all likely to have occurred in 
P’s narrative, and Pausanias, like Xenophon, makes the Locrians the aggressors. 
On the question whether Tissaphernes’ infantry took part in the campaign round 
Sardis Pausanias agrees with P against Xenophon, but his allusion to it is very 
brief, and that he himself used P in composing iii. g is most unlikely, though P 
may have to some extent influenced Pausanias’ sources. The only ancient 
historian who mentions the mutiny of Conon’s troops described in xvi. 29 sqq. is 
Justin, whose reference though brief seems to be derived ultimately from P. 
In the other late writers we have been unable to detect any trace of P’s 
influence. With Nepos P comes into conflict both concerning the nature of 
the campaign of 395 and the date of the visit of Conon to the Persian court 
and his responsibility for the dismissal of Tissaphernes, and also in regard to the 
name of the Paphlagonian king, while Plutarch in his Agesz/aus closely follows 
Xenophon’s account of the campaign of 395, ignoring P altogether, and neither 
his Lysander nor his Artaxerxes betray any use of our author, 

Such being in brief the evidence concerning the character of P’s history, the 
way is now clear for the discussion of the most interesting problem of all—can 
he be identified with any of the known historians of the fourth century? For 
the authorship of so important a historical work the first names that naturally 
suggest themselves are those of the two famous pupils of Isocrates, Ephorus 
of Cyme and Theopompus of Chios. The close agreement between P and 
Diodorus at once suggests an identification with Ephorus, whose history is known 
to have been used by Diodorus in Book xiv; cf. 98. 2 ’Apafodoror b& Kat Bdrsov 
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kal Kirveis dvréxovres 7 tokguw with Ephorus Fr. 134 Apadovovor 6 kat Zddwo1 Kal 
'Oreis dvtéxovres &rt TG ToAguw. Moreover, Hieronymus, one of Conon’s lieu- 
tenants, who is stated by Harpocration to have been mentioned in Books xviii 
and xix of Ephorus (cf. Diod. xiv. 81. 4), occurs in xi. Io, and the spelling 
’Axpaipvioy instead of ’Axpaipuov in xii. 20 is in accordance with Ephorus’ use 
(Fr. 67) of the adjectives Axpafpyios and ’Axpatpridrns. Neither of these 
coincidences, however, is really very striking, for any historian of this period who 
(unlike Xenophon) described the naval war in detail would be bound to mention 
Hieronymus, and Harpocration expressly says that other (unspecified) historians 
did so, while the insertion of the v in ’Axpaipiov and its derivatives occurred 
in Theopompus also and was probably a common practice outside Boeotia. 
Some characteristics of P would suit Ephorus very well, e.g. his intimate know- 
ledge of Asia Minor, with which country Ephorus, whose home was at Cyme 
and who was a good geographer, must have been well acquainted, his proneness 
to digressions, of which Ephorus was fond (cf. Polyb. xii. 28 de.wdrards éeoti 
év tats mapexBacect), and his full information concerning Theban affairs, which is 
thought to have characterized Ephorus also (Busolt, Gr. Gesch. iii. p. 710). 
P’s divergence from Xenophon and points of agreement with other later writers 
besides Diodorus, e.g. Pausanias, Justin, and Polyaenus, would be in accordance 
with the views of modern critics concerning the relation of these authors to 
Ephorus; cf. e.g. E. Schwartz in Pauly-Wissowa, Real-Encycl. sv. Ephoros, 
pp. 11-2, Melber, Fahrb. d. Class. Philol. Supplementbd. xiv. pp. 419 sqq., 
Busolt, of. czt., iii. pp. 245 sqq., though the explanation of divergences in late 
writers from Thucydides and Xenophon by reference to Ephorus has in our 
opinion often been carried too far. For forming an opinion upon Ephorus’ style 
the extant fragments which very rarely quote his actual words afford but slight 
material ; the awkward repetition of the words AepxvAlday émeu wav after a brief 
interval (Fr. 130 from Book xviii) recalls P’s carelessness in that respect (cf. p. 124), 
and there is at any rate no marked discrepancy of style between the extant 
fragments of Ephorus and P. The judgements of ancient critics who regarded 
Ephorus’ style as smooth but tame are by no means inappropriate to P; cf. 
Cicero Hortens. Fr. 12 guid... Ephoro mitius inveniri potest, Brut. 204 lenis- 
simum Ephori ingenium ; Dion. Chrys. xvii. p. 283 "Eqopos 5 woAAty pev toroplav 
Tapabiiwow 70 8 Urrioy kal dvemevoy cor Tis amayyeAlas ovx emuitHdevov. The con- 
trast between him and Theopompus is frequently drawn, e. g. in the well-known 
saying of Isocrates that the latter required the bit, the former the spur, and if it 
were necessary to identify P with one of these two the argument from style 
would be all in favour of Ephorus. On the other hand some of the charac- 
teristics ascribed by ancient critics to Ephorus are not illustrated by P, e.g. his 
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fondness for moral reflexions (cf. Polyb. /.c. rats ag’ aitod yvwpodoylais) and his 
use of speeches (cf. Plutarch, Mor. 803 b, quoted on p. 132); and if modern 
criticism (cf. e.g. Busolt, Gr. Gesch. iii. p. 707) is right in supposing that Ephorus 
was a pronounced partisan of Athens and opponent of Sparta, and that he 
abandoned altogether the annalistic arrangement adopted by Thucydides, group- 
ing events together according to subject without sharp chronological distinctions, 
in both these features he differed from P, whose work moreover attains a higher 
degree of historical value than critics have generally been disposed to allow 
to Ephorus. It is difficult for instance to believe that P could have written any- 
thing so unreasonable as Ephorus’ account of the causes of the Peloponnesian 
war. But the really fatal objection to the identification of P with Ephorus, and 
one which caused Blass, who was at first disposed to favour that view, to reject 
it decisively, is that Ephorus wrote a universal history, which, although it became 
more detailed as he approached his own times, can hardly have described with 
very great minuteness the period covered by P, whereas not only is P’s narrative 
extremely elaborate (compared with the parallel portions of Xenophon P is 
much longer), but there are distinct indications in the work itself that it began at 
the point where Thucydides broke off and not earlier (cf. p. 116). Hence in 
spite of the remarkable agreement between P and Diodorus, we have no hesitation 
in rejecting the view that Ephorus is the author of the papyrus, and the same 
objection to the identification of P with Ephorus is equally fatal to his identifi- 
cation with Anaximenes or any other fourth-century writer of a universal history. 
The primary condition which must be satisfied with regard to the authorship of 
P’s work is that the historian whose claims are put forward wrote a continuation 
of Thucydides on a very elaborate scale. 

That condition is fulfilled by Theopompus, whose Hed/enica in twelve books 
began where Thucydides left off, and ended with the battle of Cnidus in 394, as 
is known from Diod. xiii. 42, xiv. 84, and Theopompus is in fact regarded by 
both E. Meyer and Wilamowitz-Mollendorff as the author of the papyrus, 
though that hypothesis was unhesitatingly rejected by Blass. Of Theopompus’ 
Hellenica, which was certainly written before the same historian’s more famous 
and longer work, the PAzlippica, only about twenty fragments survive, of which 
only four (nos. 7, 15, 15 4, and 23) consist of more than a few words. The events 
from 411 up to the close of the war seem to have been related comparatively 
briefly, for already in Book ii there occurs a reference to a Lacedaemonian har- 
most who has generally been thought to have been appointed by Lysander, 
though that inference is not certain. After this, however, the history became much 
more detailed: Book viii, from which the names of certain places in Bithynia are 
quoted by Stephanus Byz., no doubt contained the accounts of the campaign of 
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Dercylidas in 398-7. The solitary extant quotation from Book ix cannot be 
dated precisely, but Book x included a character-sketch of Lysander emphasizing 
his moderation (Athen. xii. p. 543), a passage which is also referred to by Plutarch 
(Lysand. 30), who introduces it in connexion with Lysander’s death. Hence 
it is probable, as Meyer remarks, that in Theopompus also the sketch occurred 
at the point where he described Lysander’s death at the battle of Haliartus. 
Since this event took place in the autumn of 395 and the concluding chapters of 
P narrate Agesilaus’ campaign in the same autumn, while the battle of Haliartus 
has yet to be related, it is clear that Cols. xi-xxi, assuming that Athenaeus has 
quoted the number of the book correctly, cannot come from a later book 
than x. That they would, if Theopompus were the author, belong to Book x 
not to Book ix is made probable by the statement of Porphyry (ap. Euseb. Praep. 
Evang. p. 465) that Theopompus’ account of the negotiations between Agesilaus 
and Pharnabazus corresponding to Xen. Hell. iv. i. 29-40 (cf. p. 120) occurred in 
Book xi; for these negotiations took place in the winter of 395-4 soon after the 
events recorded in Col. xxi, and it is unlikely that the narrative of events in 
Greece in the autumn of 395 occupied a whole book. Cols. i-x might still come 
from Book ix, but since there is some reason to believe that Col. i commences 
a new book (cf. p. 115), it is more satisfactory to refer Cols. xi-xxi to the same 
book. In that case Book x of Theopompus’ Ael/enica would comprise an 
account of events from the expedition of Demaenetus in the first half of 396 
(cf. p. 115) down to the end of the year 395, the battle of Haliartus falling near 
the conclusion of this book, and the negotiations of Agesilaus with Pharnabazus 
near the beginning of the next. This would lead to the difficulty that Books 
xi and xii together would cover only the period from about January 394 to 
August (the approximate date of the battle of Cnidus is fixed by an eclipse), 
and even allowing for considerable digressions and the possible recital of events 
in other parts of the world such an arrangement seems disproportionate. The 
difficulty could be avoided by assigning Cols. xi-xxi to Book xi and assuming 
either that the sketch of Lysander referred to by Athenaeus occurred in Book x 
not in connexion with the battle of Haliartus or else that Athenaeus has erred in 
referring the passage in question to Book x instead of to Book xi. But Fr. 23 
of Theopompus from Book xi seems to relate to the homeward march of 
Agesilaus from the Hellespont, which is likely to have been narrated in the book 
following that to which Cols. xi-xxi would belong, so that it is preferable 
to suppose that these columns would be part of Book x. Book xii is in any case 
something of a mystery. No quotations from it are extant, and possibly Suidas 
was right in stating that the Hedlenzca contained only eleven books. 


The hypothesis that P’s important work, which continued Thucydides’ 
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history and has clearly had a large influence upon later historians, is to be 
identified with a known continuation of Thucydides written by a historian of the 
first rank, who was undoubtedly much used by his successors in the same field, 
possesses obvious advantages and, especially when it comes to be advocated 
by Meyer in his own words, is sure to find wide acceptance. The positive 
arguments by which he in agreement with Wilamowitz-Mollendorff supports it 
against the rival theory of Blass, to be discussed later, are in the main as follows. 
Firstly, Theopompus, who as a child was exiled with his father from Chios on 
account of the latter’s philo-Laconian views, is known to have been an aristocrat 
and on the whole in favour of Sparta as against Athens (cf. e.g. Fr. 17), though 
as would be expected from so great a historian, his personal feelings did not 
lead him into violent partisanship—witness his censure of the Spartans in the 
abstract of Philippica xii preserved by Photius os ’A@nvaiwv 7 mods Tals mpds 
Baorréa cvvOjxats émerparo eupeverv, Aaxedaidvior 5¢ tm€époyxa ppovodvtes TapéBawov 
tas ovvOrjxas (cf. Blass’ defence of Theopompus from the charge of extreme 
partiality in Att. Bereds. ii. pp. 415 sqq., and for a much less favourable view 
of Theopompus E, Schwartz, Hermes xxxv. pp. 109-10). This combination 
of aristocratic leanings with a sincere desire for truth corresponds, as Meyer 
thinks, to the attitude adopted by P, especially in his account of parties at 
Athens. Secondly, there is no reason to suppose that the characteristic 
vigour and eloquence of Theopompus were displayed in ordinary narrative 
such as that which occupies so large a part of the papyrus, and in fact the 
extant fragments of the fel/enica are not dissimilar in style from P. Of 
these the four largest are: (1) Fr. 7 dvnyOnoav eis Xadxndova cat Bu avriov 
Mera TOD AoiTod oTparevuatos Povdduevor Xpvodtodw kKaracyxeiv (for dvayerOat 
cf. i. 73; orpdrevua occurs frequently in P); (2) Fr. 15 a dvaxowodvtar tédv 
’Opwrliov Tyrépo kai tots per’ éxelvou Bovdopevors kal tov "Qpwrdy tadpxew adrois 
(for perd in preference to ody cf. vi. 17, &c., and for the historic present 
xvi. 20, xvii. 17, &c.); (3) Fr. 15 ro 8€ rév ciddtwv EOvos mavrdmacw apds 
didxerrar Kal miKp@s. lol yap ovroe Karededovkwpmevor Tod(W 75n xpdvov bro TOV 
Srapriarav, of pev aitav ek Meconuns dvres of 8 EdXedrat KaTouxodvtes mpdtEpoy TO 
kadovpevov “EXos ths Aakwyixis (cf. e.g. xiv. 25 sqq.; €Ovos, diaxeiodar, and rd 
Kadovmevoy are words of frequent occurrence in P; with the inversion oyés 
didkertrat kal mexp@s to avoid hiatus with the following elo cf. ii. 34 and xi. 22) ; 
(4) Fr. 23 (from Hell. xi and Philip. xiii according to Athen. xiv. p. 657) kai ot 
@dovor ereuay ’Aynoddw tpooidyTt mpdBara Kal Bods ed teOpaypevovs pds TovTOLS 
5% cal méupara Kal tpaynudtwy €ldos mavrodandv. 68 ’Aynatdaos Ta pev mpdBara cat 
ras Bods édaBev, Ta de méupata Kal Ta Tpaynpata mpSrov pev ovd’ yyw, KatexexaduTTo 
yap’ as d& Kareidey amopépew avtods éxédevoer, cima od vdumpov etvar Aaxedatpovlors 
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xpnodat rovovrous Tots C€opact. Artapobrrwv de TOV Oaclwv, dre, pnat, pépovtes exeivors, 
delEas adrois Tods elAwras, elmay Ore rovTous dé01 diapOelperOar Tpdyovtas atta ToAL 
wadrdov %) adrév kal tovs mapdvtas Aaxedaysovlwy (the structure of the sentence 
6 8 ’AynotAaos x.r.A. is particularly like the style of P). This argument for the 
general similarity of the style of the Hedlenica with that of P can, we may 
remark, be supplemented by the occurrence of certain linguistic agreements 
between P and Theopompus, including two possible references to extant 
portions of P in quotations from Theopompus (p. 131). Thirdly, enough is known 
about the contents of the PAz/ippica, particularly from the abstract of Book xii 
preserved by Photius, to show that Theopompus was extremely prone to 
digressions on all kinds of subjects, many of them very remotely connected with 
his main narrative, a feature which is notably prominent in P also (cf. p. 121). 
Fourthly, several points in the probably just criticism of Theopompus as 
a historian by Dionysius of Halicarnassus (Zp. ad Cn. Pomp. pp. 782-7) apply 
very well to P. Thus Dionysius speaks of both Hedllenica and Philippica as 
being ebrapaxoAovOnror kal cadets, and praises the careful and diligent preparations 
which Theopompus had made in collecting materials and obtaining information, 
and the wide range of subjects treated (r6 moAvpoppor tis ypapjs), which included 
descriptions of states, laws, constitutions (woAirev@y oyxrara; cf. P’s excursus on 
the constitution of Boeotia), important individuals, &c. Dionysius specially 
singles out as Theopompus’ most remarkable characteristic, which distinguished 
him from both older and younger historians, his deep insight into causes and 
power of psychological analysis, 76 xa@’ Exdorny mpakiy pn pmovov Ta havepa rots 
moAXois dpav kal A€yewv, dAAa e€eTaey Kal Tas adaveis aitias TGv mpd&ewv kal Trav 
mpakavrwy avtas kal ta TaOn THs Woyijs & pr pada Tots moAAols eldévat, Kal TavTa 
€xkadUmTe TA pvoTipia THs TE Soxovons ApeTns Kal THs ayvoovperys Kaklas ... 81d Kal 
Bdoxavos o€ev etvat, with which description may be compared the penetrating 
analysis of the motives of the various anti-Spartan parties in i. 33 sqq. and of 
the policy of Ismenias’ party at Thebes in xii. 37-xiv. 21. Fifthly, that 
Theopompus’ works were serious histories like that of P, and very far from being 
over-rhetorical, is shown by the unfavourable verdict passed upon him by one of 
his successors, Duris of Samos, a writer who sacrificed historical accuracy to 
mere effect, "Eqopos 58 kal Ocdroutos tov yevouévwv mAcioTov aredrelpOnoay, obre 
yap pipnoews pereAaBov ovdeus1as odTe HdovAs ev TO Hpdoat, adrod d& Tod ypddew pdvov 
énenedyOnoav. Sixthly, the blame passed on Theopompus in common with 
Ephorus and Timaeus by Polybius (xii. 25 f. 6) for his want of knowledge in 
describing battles would accord with the suspiciously conventional character of 
the account of the two ambuscades in v. 59 sqq. and xix. 22 sqq. 

The combined weight of Meyer’s arguments, of which the first three seem 
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to us the strongest, is undoubtedly considerable, and we can reinforce them 
by several linguistic coincidences of which the last two are particularly striking, 
and perhaps provide direct evidence of P’s identity with Theopompus. Of 
P’s favourite expressions (cf. p. 124) tvyxdvew with a participle in place of the 
simple verb occurs in Theop. Fr. 149, mapoftvew in Fr. 100, while ywpéor .. 
KaTeckevacpevoy kadGs is found both in xx. 30 (kaxws Pap. by an error) and 
Theop. Fr. 33. The agreement of P with Theopompus as to the insertion of 
v in the name ’Axpafguoy (cf. "Axparpviov xii. 20, note) proves little, for Ephorus 
used the forms ‘Axpaigyios and’ Axpaipridrns (cf. p. 126) and the insertion of v was 
probably common; moreover, Stephanus Byz. ascribes the form ’Axpaifyiov to 
Pausanias, and (ré) ’Axpaipvia to Theopompus. Similarly the circumstance that 
Theopompus’ description of Mesogis and Celaenae (Fr. 290) is in accordance 
with vi. 45-vii. 2 (cf. note ad /oc.), that of Parapotamii (Fr. 264) with xv. 17-8, is 
of slight account. But the occurrence in xviii. 39 (cf. viii. 22) of the verb carapat 
in the rather rare sense of éA@eiv, a use which is attributed to Theopompus 
(Fr. 327) by a grammarian in Bekk. Azecd. p. 104. 15, is significant in any case, 
and it is possible that this passage in P was the grammarian’s authority, while 
a still more noteworthy coincidence between P and Theopompus is found in con- 
nexion with the form Kapzacevs (xvi. 37, xvii. 16), meaning a man of Carpasus (in 
Cyprus). Steph. Byz. s.v. Kapracia remarks 6 moAlrns Kapracedtns ... Kat 7d 
ktntixov Kapracewrtixods kal Kapracewrixn axpa. Oedmopmos év dexdto Kapraceis avrovs 
dynow. tows and tod Kapracos ws Avrioxos ’Avtioxets, ad’ ot Kapraceds. It has been 
generally assumed that the 10th Book in question belonged to the more com- 
monly quoted PAzilippica rather than to the Hellenica, and C. Miiller explains it 
(Fr. Hist. Gr. Theop. Fr. 93) by the supposition that the Carpasians were 
mentioned in connexion with Cimon’s expedition to Sicily, Cimon being men- 
tioned in another fragment (94) of P/z/. Book x. But both the assumption and 
the suggested explanation are mere guesses, and if the 1oth Book belongs to 
the Hellenica the agreement with P is very remarkable, for, as we have shown 
(p. 128), Cols. xi-xxi, if not the whole of the papyrus, would belong to that 
Book. This coincidence may indeed seem to clinch the argument for the 
identification of P with Theopompus, but before deciding in favour of that view 
it is necessary to examine the objections to it. 

In the first place P and Theopompus seem to disagree as to the name of the 
Paphlagonian king, who is called dys in xxi. 11 but Ovs by Theopompus accord- 
ing to Athenaeus, while Nepos, who is no doubt following Theopompus, calls 
him Thuys (xx. 37, note). Meyer evades the difficulty by supposing a corruption 
in the papyrus, which is admittedly not very trustworthy, especially as to proper 
names. But Ivns is not in itself an unlikely form for an Asiatic name which, as 
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the variations of it in Xenophon (Kérus and “Orvs) show, could not be repre- 
sented satisfactorily in Greek, and the apparent disagreement between P and 
Theopompus is prima facie evidence against the identity of the two. Secondly, 
according to Porphyry ap. Eusebius, Praep. Evang. p. 465 b-c Theopo mpus in his 
Hellenica plagiarized from Xenophon (oda tod ZevopGrtos adrov petariWevra 
kare(Anga) and in the 11th Book peradels dpya te kal dkivnta memolnke Kal Gmpakta 
the account of the negotiations between Agesilaus and Pharnabazus which 
Xenophon (Hell. iv. 1. 29-40) had described mdvv xXapiévtws Kai mpevovTes aupoiv. 
It is very unfortunate that the papyrus breaks off shortly before that episode was 
reached, but the total disregard of Xenophon exhibited in the extant portions of 
P renders it improbable that he borrowed from that author, and though, as Meyer 
remarks, Xenophon is likely to have been the only historian who could describe 
those negotiations from first-hand knowledge, the divergence between P and 
Xenophon in regard to the treatment of the earlier negotiations between Agesilaus 
and the king of Paphlagonia (xx. 37, note), for the details of which Xenophon 
was equally in all probability the sole first-hand authority, renders it in our 
opinion very difficult to believe that P used Xenophon’s account when describing 
the negotiations with Pharnabazus, Hence if P is Theopompus, the general 
charge of plagiarism from Xenophon brought against him by Porphyry must cer- 
tainly be dismissed, and it would, we think, be preferable to explain the specific 
instance alleged as also due to a misunderstanding. Whether Porphyry carries 
very much weight on a question of literary criticism may be doubted, but his 
evidence, so far as it goes, distinctly tells against the identification of P with 
Theopompus. Thirdly, the absence of speeches in P offers a point of contrast with 
Theopompus, who certainly employed them, as is shown not only by the censure 
passed upon him in common with Ephorus and Anaximenes by Plutarch Mor. 
803 b én b& rév ’Ed. cal Ocom. kal ’Avag. pyroperdv cal repiddwv &s mepatvovow 
efomAloavtes Ta orparetyara Kal mapatagavres €or eireiv' ovddels cLdjpov Tadra pwpalyer 
méhas, but by two recently discovered fragments of the ®idvmaxd (Didymus, 
De Demosth. Comm., ed. Diels and Schubart, pp. 19 and 35). It is possible 
however that the absence of speeches in P is due to accident; cf. p. 123. 
Fourthly, P’s account of Agesilaus does not accord at all well with what is 
known of the treatment of him in Theopompus. That the latter had a very 
high admiration for Agesilaus is clear from the fact that Plutarch quotes his 
praise (kai péyioros pev jv duoroyouuevas xal tov tére Cdvtwv emupavéctaros, as 
elpnxé Tov kal @cdroumos), and the rather trivial anecdote preserved in Fr. 23 
from f7/e/]. xi, and probably in a slightly different form in PAil. xiii (cf. 
p. 129) recalls the stories about Agesilaus which Xenophon tells of his hero. 
P on the other hand shows no tendency to illustrate the personal character 
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of Agesilaus nor any enthusiasm over his achievements (though cf. v. 17-9, 
note). It is moreover very noticeable that Plutarch, who is generally con- 
sidered to have derived much information from Theopompus (cf. e.g. Busolt, 
Gr. Gesch. iii. pp. 727 sqq.), and who in his Ages. mentions him four times, 
besides clearly referring in ch. 36 to the version in Theopompus’ Philippica 
of the story about the gifts offered to the king, nevertheless ignores the 
divergences between P and Xenophon with regard to Agesilaus’ campaigns in 
395 and shows practically no trace of connexion with P anywhere. That P’s 
account of the war in 395, which has influenced Diodorus and other writers 
of the Roman period and must have been still extant in Plutarch’s time, was so 
completely neglected by him is somewhat remarkable in any case; but the 
identification of P with Theopompus makes this neglect much more difficult of 
explanation, and the view, which has been widely held, that Plutarch had first- 
hand knowledge of Theopompus, becomes almost untenable, with regard to the 
flellenica at any rate, if P was the author of that work. Fifthly, while the 
agreements between P and Pausanias, Justin,and Polyaenus present no obstacles 
to Meyer’s view, the acceptance of it leads to considerable complications when 
we try to account for the agreement between P and Diodorus, and to reconcile the 
dates at which P’s work and Theopompus’ Hedlenica were probably composed. 
Meyer, from the standpoint of most modern criticism of Diodorus, which believes 
that ‘die starke Abhangigkeit Diodors von Ephoros von dem neunten Buche der 
Bibliothek ab (i.e. to Book xv) eines der sichersten Ergebnisse der Quellen- 
forschung ist’ (Bauer, Die Forschungen zur Gr. Gesch, 1888-98, p. 265), explains 
the clear dependence of Diodorus upon P by the hypothesis that Diodorus’ 
source, Ephorus, was using Theopompus. This leads, however, to a chronological 
difficulty. Theopompus was probably born about 376, since according to Photius 
he was 45 years of age, when through Alexander’s intervention he returned 
to Chios from exile apparently in 332 (cf. Blass, op. cit. p. 400; Rohde, Rhezz. 
Mus. x\ix. p. 623). The statement of Suidas that Theopompus, like Ephorus, 
was yeyovos ...in the 93rd Olympiad (B.C. 408) is now universally regarded as 
containing an error in the figures, yeyovés meaning not ‘born’ but ‘lived’ (cf. 
Blass, Z.c.). He survived the death of Alexander, for Photius relates that he 
took refuge in Egypt with Ptolemy, but when and where he died is uncertain. 
Concerning Ephorus’ life even less is known. Probably he was born about the 
same time as Theopompus and died some time before him, for the latest event 
recorded about him is his refusal to accept an invitation to Alexander’s court 
(Plut. De stoic. repugn. c. 20), and whereas part of Theopompus’ Phzleppica must 
have been written after the death of Philip in 336, the 29th Book of Ephorus’ 
history only reached 356, the 30th Book which reaches 340 being edited after the 
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historian’s death by his son (Diod. xvi. 14). Meyer thinks that Theopompus 
wrote the Hellenica not much later than 350, and that the 18th and tgth Books 
of Ephorus, which covered the same ground, were not composed until after 330, 
for it is of course very difficult to reconcile the supposed dependence of Ephorus 
upon Theopompus without assuming an interval of some 15 or 20 years between 
the composition of the Hed/enica and the parallel portions of Ephorus’ history. 
But to this view there are two serious objections. That P wrote his history not 
much, if at all, later than 350 is probable enough; for, as Mr. E. M. Walker was 
the first to point out and as Meyer now admits, the account of the border dispute 
between Phocis and Locris in xiv. 25 sqq., where P speaks of the audio BntHoipos 
x%pa as still existing (éo7, in 1. 25; cf. emvéuovsr. and drapmdgover in ll. 27 
and 29) and contrasts in ll. 30-37 the former peaceful methods of settling the 
quarrel with the war which was kindled on that occasion, cannot have been 
written after the end of the Sacred War, which began in 356 with a struggle 
between the Phocians and the very same Locrians, and ended in 346 with 
the complete ruin of Phocis, whose place on the Amphictyonic Council was 
transferred to Macedonia. Hence 346 may be regarded as the terminus ad quem 
for the date at which P composed his history. Mr. Walker is even prepared to 
place it before 356, on the ground that a reference to the Sacred War would be 
expected in xiv. 25 sqq. if it had actually begun ; but we do not wish to press 
this point, for the use of the present tense is quite compatible with the war being 
already in progress. If P wrote before 356, it is of course impossible to identify 
him with Theopompus without abandoning the current view concerning the 
date of Theopompus’ birth,and even if he was writing between 350 and 346, 
which we regard as on the whole the most likely date for the composition of 
P’s work, it is not at all easy to reconcile this with the evidence that Theo- 
pompus was born in about 376. A work so detailed and elaborate as that of 
P implies a large amount of research on the part of its author, especially since 
he disregarded Xenophon. Theopompus may have begun writing his Hellenica 
at the age of 23 or 24, but that he composed the roth Book before the age 
of 30 seems to us distinctly improbable, so that taking 376 as the correct 
date of Theopompus’ birth, the ferminus a quo for the date of the composition 
of Book x is 347-6. Since the terminus ad quem for P’s work is, as we have 
said, 346, the margin of time available for the supposed composition of it by 
Theopompus is reduced to the narrowest possible limits, if it does not disappear 
altogether. The margin may be extended for a year or two by supposing that 
when Photius gave Theopompus’ age at his return from exile as 45 years, 
that figure was approximate, and he should have strictly said 46 or 47. But 
if the date of Theopompus’ birth is pushed back before about 378 it becomes 
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necessary to alter the number of the year in Photius’ account, and to this there 
are two objections: firstly, that Photius seems to be drawing his details con- 
cerning Theopompus’ life from a trustworthy source, and that the mistake, if 
there be one, must be attributed not to him but to his copyists; secondly, that, 
in view of the fact that Theopompus was living in Egypt under Ptolemy Soter 
and may even have survived the year 300, 376 is a sufficiently early date for his 
birth, and a date before 380 is not at all probable. 

The theory of the identity of P with Theopompus thus leads to a grave 
chronological difficulty with regard to the date of the 10th Book of the Hellenica, 
the composition of which would on general grounds of probability be assigned to 
a year later than 346, whereas in order to satisfy the exigencies of the theory the 
date has to be prior to 346, and it is open to the further objection that P’s most 
prominent features as a historian (cf. pp. 122-3) do not in the least suggest the work 
of a very young man, but on the contrary are rather characteristic of maturity or 
even old age; cf. also p. 139. With regard to Ephorus on the other hand, Meyer's 
supposition that he wrote the last twelve out of 29 Books of his history after 
330 seems rather hazardous in view of the fact that he is not known to have out- 
lived that year. The interval, therefore, between the publication of the Hellenica 
and the composition of Books xviii and xix of Ephorus is likely to have been 
rather brief, and then the question arises whether it is probable that Ephorus would 
have neglected Xenophon and been content to reproduce in a shortened form the 
recently published work of his contemporary Theopompus as (granting that 
Diodorus in Book xiv is closely following Ephorus) he would seem to have done 
for the events of 396-5. Ephorus may have been a writer without much 
originality (cf. Wilamowitz, Arist. u. Athen ii. p. 16), but that he should have 
selected Theopompus as his principal or sole authority for the period covered 
by the Hellenica is strange. If P is identified with Theopompus, can the 
difficulty of admitting that Theopompus was Ephorus’ source in Books xviii 
and xix be evaded by supposing a direct use of Theopompus by Diodorus for 
the period from 411-394? 

The question whether Diodorus borrowed from Theopompus has long been 
disputed, but since Volquardsen in 1869 propounded the view that Books xi-xv 
of Diodorus were mainly derived from Ephorus and Theopompus was not used, 
nearly all modern critics have ranged themselves on his side. Neither the scepticism 
of Holm (Gr. Gesch. iii. p. 19) nor the attempt of W. Stern (Commentationes in 
hon. G. Studemund, 1889, pp. 245 sqq.) to prove on stylistic grounds that 
Diodorus had extensively used Theopompus in Books i-xx have won support, 
and the only concession sometimes made to the advocates of a use of Theopompus 
by Diodorus is in connexion with Book xvi, which deals with the period from 
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360-336, and of which Volquardsen left the source in doubt. Here F. Reuss’ 
conclusion (¥ahrd. f. class. Philol. cliii. pp. 317 sqq.) that parts of this Book are 
based on Theopompus is accepted by Bauer (of. czt. p. 266), but not by 
E. Schwartz (Pauly-Wissowa, Real-Encycl. v. p. 682), though cf. Reuss, Burszans 
Fahresber. cxxvii. p. 37, where he suggests that Diod. xvi. 34. 5 is derived from 
Theopompus on the evidence of the new fragment in Diels-Schubart, Didymus 
Comm. de Demosth. xii. 43-9. The conditions of the problem are now entirely 
altered by the discovery of our papyrus. Volquardsen (Unters. iber die 
Quellen Diod. pp. 67 sqq.) found five arguments against the use of Theopompus 
by Diodorus: (1) Theopompus is never cited by Diodorus; the mentions 
of his history in xiii. 42 and xiv. 84 do not count, because they belong to 
the extracts from a chronological epitome incorporated in Diodorus’ history. 
(2) There is no correspondence between the fragments of Theopompus and 
Diodorus. (3) There is no trace in Diodorus of Theopompus’ aristocratic bias. 
(4) The style of Diodorus does not resemble that of Theopompus. (5) For the 
period from 394-360 Diodorus could only have utilized Theopompus if he had 
searched up and down through the P&z/ippica, and it is unlikely that he would 
have used a work arranged on so unsystematic a plan. If, however, P is 
Theopompus, these arguments break down completely, with regard to the 
Flellenica at any rate. As for (2), there would be a close agreement between 
Diodorus xiv and Theopompus; as for (3), since Theopompus’ aristocratic bias 
would be very slight, and on the whole he would have to be regarded as 
a decidedly impartial historian, there would be no reason to expect an aristocratic 
bias to be traceable in Diodorus. With regard to (4) the identification of P 
with Theopompus necessitates a radical alteration in the ordinary conception of 
Theopompus’ style (cf. pp. 137-9), and so far from the style of Diodorus being 
different from that of Theopompus’ Hedlenica, it would present considerable 
resemblance to it. Volquardsen’s fifth reason does not apply to the period 
covered by the /ellenica, which moreover, being arranged on a chronological 
system, would be more convenient as a basis for a history arranged on Diodorus’ 
plan than a less strictly chronological work, such as Ephorus is supposed to 
have written. There remains, therefore, only the first argument, which, seeing 
that Diodorus is not in the habit of quoting his sources (e.g. Hieronymus of 
Cardia is generally thought to have been largely used in Books xviii-xx), is 
hardly serious, and it is clear that if P is Theopompus the whole question of 
the relation of Diodorus to Theopompus will have to be reconsidered. Into that 
problem we do not propose to enter in detail ; what we wish chiefly to insist upon 
is that the identification of P with Theopompus tends to disturb the prevailing 
view of the relation of Ephorus to Diodorus more seriously than an identification 
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with e.g. Cratippus, who may well have been used by Ephorus (cf. p. 141), and, 
secondly, the hypothesis which Meyer adopts so readily that Ephorus used 
Theopompus’ /7ellenica, is based not only on a somewhat hazardous assumption 
concerning the dates at which these historians wrote, but on conclusions con- 
cerning the relation of Diodorus to Ephorus and Theopompus which the 
identification of P with Theopompus goes some way to undermine. That 
Diodorus used P directly does not seem to us probable: for though the general 
agreement between them is very close, the verbal coincidences are not on the 
whole very striking (cf. p. 216); and, as Mr. Walker remarks, the fact that 
Diodorus, though adopting an annalistic arrangement like that of P, never- 
theless commits the egregious blunder of first omitting the events of Greek 
history altogether during the two years preceding that in which he places the 
dispatch of Agesilaus, and then combining into one year his account of the two 
campaigns of Agesilaus which really belong to different years, is almost 
incredible if he was excerpting an author whose chronology was as clear as 
that of P. Such an error, however, is readily explicable on the assumption that 
Diodorus was using an author like Ephorus, who (as is generally supposed) 
grouped events together without strict regard to chronology. That Diodorus’ 
close connexion with P is due to his use of Ephorus who was based on P is 
much the most satisfactory hypothesis, but the acceptance of it, so far from 
providing an argument for the identification of P with Theopompus, creates 
somewhat formidable difficulties. It is not Diodorus but Plutarch who, if P is 
Theopompus, ought to exhibit traces of his influence ; but these, as we have said 
(p. 133), are not forthcoming. 

To these objections which we have brought against the identification of P 
with Theopompus may be added the great obstacle, which from the outset led 
Blass (and Dittenberger also) to reject that view, namely the absence in P of 
several of Theopompus’ most prominent characteristics, especially in regard to 
style. Thus Theopompus was noted for his comments either of praise or blame 
(principally the latter), a feature which is abundantly illustrated by the extant 
fragments of the PAzlippica, whereas P, except apparently in the fragmentary 
Col. x, shows no disposition to moralize upon his characters, preferring to let their 
actions speak for themselves, Even so important a personage as Ismenias 
is introduced (xii. 34) without remark, and Agesilaus’ relations to Megabates are 
stated, but neither excused nor censured. We hear, indeed, of Conon’s mpodvuia, an 
expression which is also used of Cyrus (xvi. 9) and an obscure Persian general 
(xx. 35), but for Agesilaus the extant portions of P have, except perhaps in v. 
17-9 (cf. note ad /oc.), no word of praise. The notorious bitterness of Theopompus, 
which Cicero singles out when summing him up in a single epithet (//ordens. 
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Fr. 12 guid... Theopompo acrius), and which is exemplified in his diatribes 
against Athens (Frs. 117, 238, and 297), however well deserved these may be, 
goes far beyond the censure, implied rather than openly expressed, upon the 
extreme democrats in ii. 10-14; and in the plain unrhetorical composition of P 
we look in vain for any traces of the fire and passion which Theopompus put 
into his vivid and powerful description of the friends of Philip (Fr. 249), or 
Fr. 125 beginning mola yap médAus 7) Tolov eOvos TOY Kata Tv Actav ovK éemperBevero 
mpos Bactr€a ; rl be TOY ek Tis yhs yevvapéervwy 7 TOV KaTa TéxUNV eTLTEAOUPLEVYOV KAAGY 
* riplov ovk exopicOn S@pov ws adréy; ov moAXdal pev Kal ToAvTeAcis oTpwpval Kal 
xAavides, Ta pey Grovpyn Ta 5€ moiKiATa TA O& AEvKd, ToAAaL bE oKyval yxpvaoat 
KaTETkEvaopevor Tact Tols xpynoipors, ToAAal be Kal Evorides kal xAtvar woAvTeEdels ; 
k.7.A,, or Fr, 135 Nuxdotpatov d€ tov ’Apyetov mds od xp addAov vopullew; ds 
mpootdatns yervdjevos THS ’Apyelwy médAews Kal TapadaBayv Kal yévos kal xpyyata Kat 
TOAAHY ovciayv Tapa TOV Tpoydvey Anavtas brepeBadero tH KoAakela kal Tals Oeparelats 
od pdvov rovs TéTe oTpatelas jueTacyxOvTas AAA Kal Tovs EuTtpoobeEv yevouevovs. TpOTov 
pev yap olras nyannoe THY Tapa Tod BapBdpov Tiuiy Sore Bovddwevos dpécxew xal 
muoteverOat MaAAov dvexdutce TpOs Baciréa Tov vidv' 6 Tv GAdrwv oddels TdTOTE 
ghavijoerat moujoas’ éreita Kal? ExaoTny Huepay OmdTE pedAor SecTvEly TpaTEeCay Taperiet 
xwpls dvoudav ro daipove T@ BactAéws, éutAHoas olrov Kal GAAwy emuitHdelwv, axovwv 
pev Todro Tovety Kal TOv Tlepo@v Tovs wept tas Ovpas diaTpiBovras, oidpevos be ba Tis 
Oepanelas TavTns ypnpatietobar paAdov Tapa Tov Baciéws. jv yap alcypoKepdis Kat 
Xenuarwv ws ovk old’ et Tis Erepos Hrrwy. That the historian whose superiority to 
Thucydides and Philistus on account of the elatio atque altitudo orationis suae was 
compared by Cicero (Brut. 66) to the superiority of Demosthenes to Lysias, and 
whose A¢éis Dionysius (Ep. ad Cx. Pomp. p. 786) compares to that of Isocrates, 
kadapa yap... kal Kou? Kal cadrs, WAH TE Kal peyadotpem7s Kal TO TomiKdY ~xoura 
TOV, TVYKELMeVN KATA THY peony appoviav, ndéws Kal padakGs peodca, could have 
attained so high a reputation as a stylist is incredible, if his other work re- 
sembled these fragments. It is also noticeable that out of three points which are 
censured by Dionysius (p. 787) in Theopompus, his over-anxiety to avoid hiatus, 
his continual rhythmical periods, and his wearisome epideictic figures (rijs re 
cuptrAokis TOv PavnevToy ypaypatav Kal THs KUKALKAS EdpvOulas TOY TeEpiddav Kal THs 
dpoeidelas TGY oxnpatiopGv), P exhibits only avoidance of hiatus (a rule which is 
subject to exceptions both in P and the extant fragments of Theopompus). 
Elaborate rhythmical periods and rhetorical antitheses, parisa, and paromoia 
(e.g. Th yap Tov alcypov 7 dewGv adbtots od mpoohy 7) Th TOY KaAGy Kal orovdalev 
ovx anqv; in Theop. Fr. 249) are foreign to P’s sober, unadorned style. In 
order to identify P with Theopompus it is practically necessary, as Meyer and 
Wilamowitz admit, to suppose that the He//enica was written in a manner much 
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jess ornate than that of the PAzlippica. In support of such a view of the develop- 
ment of Theopompus’ style can be cited the difference in Xenophon’s treatment 
of the period before and after the end of the Peloponnesian war, and the circum- 
stance that Theopompus seems to have begun his historical researches tamely 
enough by writing an epitome of Herodotus, and when composing the Hellenica 
may have been to some extent under the influence of Thucydides. But on the 
other hand the ancient critics draw no distinction between the characteristics of 
the Hell. and Phil., and in the case of a writer with so vigorous an individuality 
and such marked features of style as Theopompus it is certainly surprising, 
even apart from the story about the bit and the spur (cf. p. 126), that he should 
have been able as a young man (cf. p. 135) to curb his tendency to rhetoric so 
successfully as he has done, if he be indeed the author of the papyrus. That he 
was composing émideuxtixol Adyou at the same time as the //e/lenica appears from 
Fr. 26, which probably is derived from the preface to the Przlippica, and the 
conception of history in the [socratean school was in the words of the master 
himself (Isocr. iv. 9) ai wev yap mpdfes at mpoyeyevnuevar Kowal Tao ijpiv Kate- 
AclPOnoav, TO 8 ev KalpO ravrats Kataxpjoacbat Kal Ta TpoorKovTa Tepl ExaoTns 
evOvpnOnrat kai tots dvopaci €d d1a0€cOat THY Ed HpovotyTwr LdLdy eoTw. 

Our comparison, therefore, of P’s work with the Hellenica of Theopompus, 
though it has not presented any single insuperable obstacle to the identification 
of one with the other, if that hypothesis can be made probable on other grounds, 
and though even as regards style there are some points of agreement between 
the two (cf. p. 129), undoubtedly has shown the existence of a number of 
weighty objections to the identification of P with Theopompus. Can these be 
avoided by identifying P with another historian? To reject Theopompus and 
take refuge in complete agnosticism is most unsatisfactory, for admittedly P was 
a historian of much importance who has largely influenced later tradition, and 
since his work survived far into the second century his name at any rate must be 
known. 

This being granted, there is besides Theopompus only one known historian, 
Cratippus, who seems to fulfil the primary condition required for identification 
with P, that he should have written a continuation of Thucydides, and it is 
Cratippus whom Blass wished to regard as the author of the papyrus. Con- 
cerning this writer our information is scanty, and his date has been much disputed. 
Dionysius Halic. (De Thucyd. 16) says éovxev (sc. Thucydides) aredj tiv ioroplav 
karadumeiy @s Kal Kpdrimmos 6 ovvakpdcas atT@ kal Ta mapaderpOervta in’ adrod 
cvvayayay yéypapev’ od pdvoy tats mpdgeow adras (sc. Thucydides’ speeches) éuzodov 
yeyernoOat Aéywv GAL Kal Tots dxovovow dxAnpas iva. Todrd yé ToL ouvevta avon év 
rots Tedevtatots THs Lotoplas pyot pndeulay Td€ar pynropelay TOAAGY wev Kata THY "Twviay 
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yevouéveov TANGY 8’ ev Tats ’AOjvats boa b1a Adywv Kal Snunyoprov empaxOn (perhaps 
a quotation from Cratippus’ mpoo{wiov). From this it is clear that Dionysius 
regarded Cratippus as a contemporary of Thucydides, and that Cratippus strongly 
objected to the speeches. More definite information about the period which his 
history covered is supplied by Plutarch (De glor. Ath. p. 345 C-E ay yap aveans 
tovs mpdtrovras ovx e€eus rods ypdpovtas. dvede tiv ClepexAgovs modutelav Kal ra 
vatpaya mpos ‘Plo Populwvos tpdmaia .. . Kal Oovkvdldns cor diayéypanrau  dvede Ta 
mept ‘EAAnorovroy ’AXKiBiddov veariedpata Kal Ta tpds A€oBov OpactAdov kal tiv b70 
Onpapevovs ths dAvyapxlas KatdAvow Kat OpactBovdov Kal ’Apxivoy (MSS. “Apxinmov) 
kal Tovs awd Dvds EBdomjkovra Kata ths Saaptiatav hyepovlas dvistayévovs Kat 
Kéveva médw euBiBdCovra ras ’AOjvas els tiv Oddarray, kal Kpdtimmos avipnrat 
This shows that Cratippus’ work, like Theopompus’ Hedlenica and probably the 
history of P, included the period from 411 to the battle of Cnidus in 394. 
Apparently he went over again part of the ground covered by the last Book 
of Thucydides, for the expulsion of the oligarchs by Theramenes is narrated 
in viii. 89 sqq., and Thrasyllus’ proceedings at Lesbos are recorded (very briefly) 
in viii. 100. That Plutarch should have here placed Cratippus on the same level 
as Thucydides indicates that he must have been a very important historian, and 
it is remarkable that there are only two other extant references to him: (1) Ps- 
Plut. Vit. Orat. p. 834, where he is quoted in reference to the Hermocopidae, 
a subject which he may have treated in connexion with the return of Alcibiades ; 
(2) Marcellinus, Vit. Thuc. 33 adda dHdrov Sri KaOodos €d00n Tots Pedyovow, ws Kal 
Pirdxopos Aéyer kal Anurrpios ev tots “Apyovow. eyo b& Zoervpov Anpety vopilw 
Aéyovta Todrov év Opdky teredevrynevar Kay ddrnOevew voulGn Kpdrimmos airdv. 1d 8 
év “Iradlg Tiyatoy avrov Kal dddovs A€yew xetcOar ph Kal ofddpa xarayédactov 7.! 
It appears from this that Cratippus was not older than Zopyrus, and Susemihl, 
identifying this Zopyrus with the friend of Timon of Phlius (Gesch. d. Gr. Lit. in 
a. Alexandrinerzeit, ii. p. 468), thinks that Cratippus lived in the third or second 
century B.C. (of. cz¢. i. p. 646). But it is quite uncertain which Zopyrus is meant: 
he may, for instance, have been the contemporary of Socrates (Herbst, PAilol. 
xlix. p.174). That Cratippus lived even later still has been maintained by Stahl, 


* eyo 5@ #.7.A, has hitherto been treated as a remark of Marcellinus, év @pd«n (which does not suit 


the sense) being generally altered to év “Arrixj; but, as Blass suggested, the passage in question is perhaps 
in iambic trimeters, though his proposal to regard it as a quotation from the Chronica of Apollodorus is 
unhesitatingly rejected by Wilamowitz. The lines can be restored thus : 
éya 5¢ Zurupov 

A€yovra TovTov (YY VU) reredcuTHKévat (or ey “ATTIKA TeOvnKEVaL) 

Anpetv vopiCw, Kav drAnOevew donq 

Kpatimmos adtov . 

70 8 év “Iradia Tipaov airov yarépous 

KevoOa, A€yew pH Kal opddpa kaTayédaaTov 7. 
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who boldy emends airé (i. e. Thucydides) after cvvaxydoas in the Dionysius pas- 
sage into ool ad7@ (i.e. Q. Aelius Tubero, whom Dionysius was addressing), and 
would identify Cratippus with the friend of Pompey. This violent emendation 
of Dionysius has however been universally abandoned, and most recent critics 
either defend the date assigned to Cratippus by Dionysius or leave the question 
undecided ; cf. Meyer, Gesch. d. Alt. iii. p. 276; Busolt, Gr. Gesch. iii. pp. 631-2, 
where the literature of the subject is surveyed. 

That Cratippus was an Athenian is a tolerably certain inference from the 
context of the Plutarch passage, which relates to Athenian historians, and 
Meyer adduces as an objection to the identification of P with Cratippus the 
circumstance that the Athenians do not occupy in P the prominent position 
which they have in Thucydides, and that his sympathies are rather with 
Sparta. But since Plutarch next after Cratippus proceeds to mention Xeno- 
phon, this objection does not carry much weight, for P is certainly not more 
pro-Spartan than Xenophon, and his just recognition of Conon’s merits stands 
in marked contrast to Xenophon’s biased attempt to belittle that commander’s 
achievements. 

To sum up the scanty evidence with regard to Cratippus, what is known 
about the scope of his history and his avoidance of speeches fits in very well with 
Blass’ view concerning the authorship of the papyrus. That he was younger 
than Thucydides is practically certain in any case, and if cvvaxudoas in Dionysius 
be regarded as a loose expression, and the publication of Cratippus’, i.e. P’s, 
work be assigned to the period between 375 and 350, it may well have been 
used by Ephorus, a hypothesis which would account for the agreements between 
P and Diodorus more easily than the rival view that P is Theopompus; cf. 
pp. 133-7. The style of P hardly suggests so early a date as 375-350, but since 
in any case he wrote his history before 346 (cf. p. 134) that difficulty is not very 
serious, and his independence of Xenophon can be explained by supposing that 
his work was published before Xenophon’s He/lenica just as well as by the theory 
that Pintentionally disregarded it. Moreover, the identification of P with Cratippus 
in preference to Theopompus would provide a possible solution for the mysterious 
paucity of references to him by name, for if his work was used not only by 
Ephorus but, as is possible, by Theopompus, it is to some extent intelligible that 
an author withso colourless a style was soon superseded by those writers and the 
more elegant Xenophon, although P’s great merits as a narrator of facts would 
still be expected to have rescued him from the almost complete neglect into 
which Cratippus unquestionably fell. 

In the absence of any other historian whose claims to be regarded as the 
author of the papyrus seem to be worthy of consideration, the choice lies between 
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Theopompus and Cratippus, and having stated the case for and against both as 
impartially as we could, we leave the decision to our readers. The positive 
arguments in favour of identifying P with so shadowy a person as Cratippus are 
inevitably not very convincing ; the strength of his case rests largely on the 
objections to regarding Theopompus as the author of the papyrus, objections 
which have led both Prof. Bury and Mr. Walker to endorse the opinion of Blass. 
For ourselves we should prefer on many grounds to identify P with Theopompus, 
especially as that view can be supported by some direct evidence—the coinci- 
dences with regard to Kapzacet’s and xarapar; cf. p. 131. The first of these 
can of course be reconciled with the identification of P with Cratippus by the sup- 
position that Theopompus in the 1oth Book of the Hed/enica also mentioned the 
Carpasian leader of the mutiny or that the quotation comes after all from the 
roth Book of the Phzlippica; and the second coincidence by itself would not be 
very remarkable. Nevertheless they appeal to us on the whole more powerfully 
than the other arguments for Theopompus, and seem to us to turn the scale 
slightly in his favour, so that in the heading of 842 we have placed Theopompus’ 
name before that of Cratippus. On the other hand we feel more strongly than 
Meyer the difficulties (particularly those discussed on pp. 133-7) involved in his 
attractive hypothesis, which results in proving Theopompus to have been in his 
youth a greater historian and a worse stylist than has been generally supposed. 

Call him by what name we will, our author's work entitles him to be classed 
among the select band of Greek historians of the first rank, below Thucydides 
indeed but above Xenophon, and the portions of his history which have been 
preserved constitute a notable addition to the extant evidence. Not only has it 
supplied new facts of importance regarding the events of 396-5 and the con- 
stitution of Boeotia, and thrown a new and unexpected light upon the sources 
other than Xenophon available to the later historians, but the agreement between P 
and Diodorus is bound to have far-reaching consequences. For quite apart from 
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the questions of his identity with Theopompus and the relation of Diodorus 
to that author and Ephorus, the discrepancies between Diodorus and Xenophon 
with regard to the events of 396-5 are now known to be due to the fact that 
Diodorus ultimately drew his account of those years from so well informed an 
authority as P; and henceforth it will be necessary to take into consideration 
the probability that throughout the rest of the period from 411-394 the differences 
between Diodorus and Xenophon, e.g. with regard to the campaign of Thibron 
and the return of the Ten Thousand, are largely due to the same cause. 

The credit of reconstructing the much damaged text of the papyrus is in 
a considerable measure due to Prof. F. Blass, who at first worked upon a rough 
copy. In November, 1906 the Greek was put into print, and the proof-sheets of 
it were revised by him shortly before his death. Proofs were also sent to Profs. E. 
Meyer and U. von Wilamowitz-Mollendorff, and to the latter we are indebted for 
a number of valuable suggestions for the restorations of lacunae, &c., which are 
acknowledged in the notes, while E. Meyer has most generously placed at our dis- 
posal the very elaborate historical commentary upon the papyrus which he wrote 
in the winter of 1906-7, and which will be published shortly. This important 
contribution of the leading historian of Germany has of course been of inestim- 
able service to us in composing our introduction and notes, though the conditions 
of some of the problems have been greatly altered by placing Cols. i-iv before 
v-viii instead of after them, as in the first proofs. Some suggestions on the text 
are also due to the late Prof. W. Dittenberger and to Prof. B. Niese, who were 
consulted by Prof. Blass. More recently the proofs of the whole edition were read 
by Profs. Meyer and Wilamowitz-Méllendorff, who have made some additional 
suggestions, and by Prof. J. B. Bury and Mr. E. M. Walker. To Prof. Bury we 
owe several excellent restorations in the text, while Mr. Walker’s criticisms have 
materially assisted in the elucidation of some of the historical problems connected 
with the papyrus. 
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Tovs emeumev amd TOU oTparedpartos Tots TE Kovgous 
[T]@v oTpatiwrav Kai rods imméas didfovTas éxelvous: 

of 6€ peta TOV EK THS Evedpas avacTdvTwy evéKeELyTO 
t(ots) BapBdp(os). €maxodrovOjoavres dé Tols modEpilols 
od Alav odv[v] xpovoy, ov yap [7dv\vavto KaTadapBa- 
velv feladrovs dre t[@\v Today [lm\réwy dvT@y Kal yv- 
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Cols. i. 1-ili. 7 = chs. I-III. 
Expedition of Demaenetus. Anti-Spartan feeling in Greece. 


‘About the same time a trireme sailed out from Athens without the consent of the 
people. Demaenetus, the... of it, had privately imparted his plan in secret to the 
boule, as it is said, and some of the citizens having conspired with him, he went down 
with them to the Piraeus, and having launched a ship at the docks set sail to join Conon. 
Thereupon an uproar was raised, and the notables and cultivated class among the Athenians 
were indignant, declaring that it would give the city a bad name if they began a war with 
the Lacedaemonians. The bouleutai, frightened by the clamour, held a meeting of the people, 
pretending to have had no share in the enterprise. The populace having assembled, 
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the party at Athens of Thrasybulus, Aesimus, and Anytus came forward and pointed out 
that the Athenians were incurring great risks unless they relieved the state from the 
responsibility. ‘The moderate and wealthy class at Athens was content with the present 
policy, while the populace and democratic party on that occasion, through fear, yielded 
to their advisers, and sent to Milon, the harmost of Aegina, to inform him that he could 
punish Demaenetus since the latter had acted without the leave of the state. But previously 
for nearly the whole time their policy was aggressive, and in frequent opposition to the 
Lacedaemonians. Not only were they in the habit of dispatching both arms and sailors 
for Conon’s fleet, but on a former occasion ... crates, Hagnias, and Telesegorus with their 
companions were dispatched on an embassy to the king, the ambassadors being captured 


202 THE OXYRAYNCOUS LAP RI 


by Pharax, the former admiral, and sent as prisoners to the Lacedaemonians, who put them 
to death. This opposition was stimulated by the party of Epicrates and Cephalus ; for 
it was they who were most anxious to involve Athens in war, holding that view not merely 
since they had dealings with Timocrates and received the gold, but long before. It is 
nevertheless asserted by some that Timocrates’ bribes were responsible for the formation of 
the war party at Athens and among the Boeotians and in the other states which I have 
mentioned, owing to ignorance of the circumstance that all of them had long adopted 
a hostile attitude towards the Lacedaemonians, and been on the watch for an opportunity 
to involve the states in war. For the Lacedaemonians were hated by the Argive and 
Boeotian factions for being on friendly terms with the opposing party of the citizens, 
and by the faction at Athens because it desired to put an end to the existing tranquillity 
and peace, and to lead the Athenians on to a policy of war and interference, in order that 
it might be enabled to make a profit from the state funds. At Corinth, of the partisans 
of a change of policy the majority were hostile to the Lacedaemonians for reasons similar 
to those of the Argives and Boeotians, while Timolaus alone had become opposed to them 
on account of private grounds of complaint, although he was formerly on the best of terms 
with them and a strong philo-Laconian, as can be ascertained from the events of the 
Decelean war. On one occasion, with a squadron of five ships, he plundered several of the 
islands tributary to the Athenians, and on another, having sailed to Amphipolis with 
two triremes, and manned four more supplied from there, he defeated Sichius (?), the 
Athenian general, in a sea-fight, as I have previously related, and captured the enemy’s 
triremes, which were five in number, together with a convoy of 30 (?) boats; subsequently 
with [.] triremes he sailed to Thasos and caused the island to revolt from the Athenians. 
Parties, therefore, in the aforesaid states had been induced to hate the Lacedaemonians 
far more by these reasons than by Pharnabazus and the gold. When Milon, the harmost 
of Aegina, heard the news brought by the Athenians, he quickly manned a trireme 
and pursued Demaenetus. The latter at this time happened to be waiting off Thoricus 
in Attica, but when Milon arrived at Thoricus and tried to attack him he hastened to sail 
far in advance. Having gained possession of a ship belonging to them he left his own ship 
behind because the hull was inferior, and transferring his sailors to the other ship 
continued his voyage to Conon’s fleet, while Milon . . . with the trireme returned to 


Aegina.’ 


i. 1. A new book apparently begins here (cf. p. 115); and it is quite uncertain with 
what events our author synchronizes the expedition of Demaenetus, which took place in the 
first half of 396 if Cols. i-iv are correctly placed (cf. iii. 9, note), or in the early summer 
of 395 if Cols. i-iv follow Cols. v—viii, as is much less probable. 

2. For [ot pera cf. 1. 24. |v or f[pxe may be substituted for i[8iq¢, which was suggested 
by Wilamowitz. The construction in ll, 2-7 is not clear; cf. note on 1. 5. 

3. Anpadlerjos: he is identical, as was perceived by Wilamowitz, with Anpaiveros 6 
Bovgvyns in Aeschines ii, 78 Ocios d€ merepos KAed8ovd0s 6 TAatvxou Tod ’Ayapvéws vids peta 
Anpawerov tod Bovfvyou avykarevavpdynoe Xeihova tov Aakedatpoviav vavapxov, Xeihov being 
obviously identical with the harmost of Aegina called Moy in i. 22 and ii. 35. Aeschines 
has exaggerated the importance of the naval engagement, which as P shows was a trivial 
affair. ‘The Demaenetus who is mentioned as strategus in 388-7 in Aegina (Xen. Hell. v. 
1. ro) and in the autumn of 387 on the Hellespont (/7e/?. v. 1. 26) is no doubt the same 
person as Demaenetus 6 Bov(iyns; cf. Kirchner, Af. Prosopogr. i. p. 216: but that on the 
present occasion he held the office of strategus is neither stated by P nor in itself likely. 
Meyer well compares the private expedition of Macartatus to Crete in (probably) 386-379 
with a trireme which he had bought (Isaeus xi. 48). The word following Anpairferjos 
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seems to be a title, if atrjs is right. «tpeos could be read, but this would imply that the 
trireme was Demaenetus’ own property, whereas it was clearly a warship belonging to the 
State. The doubtful « might be a; the following letter can equally well be y, «, p, », 7, 7, 
or v; for .« (pt?) a single letter (v ?) may be substituted, and in place of urn (or em) yn 
should perhaps be read. A single word as a family name or a title would be more suitable 
than «.. os adris, but Bougiyns is inadmissible, though it is possible that the word in the 
papyrus is a corruption of this. 

4. BlovAj os: for other instances of hiatus cf. vi. 39, vii. 7, xi. 22, xil. 24, xvi. 6, 
Xvill. 5 and 24. 

mpdy|waros : the end of this line must have projected some distance beyond that of I. 1 
and Il. 5 sqq. 

5. émedy: the vestiges of the letter following 6 suit » somewhat better than «. ovv 
[ofs instead of ovy | would have the advantage of preventing this line from being exceptionally 
short, but the construction of Il. 2-7 is then somewhat awkward. Between avrw and 
moderwy the scribe seems to have omitted either res or rv, more probably the former ; 
cf. the omissions of words in i. 36, ii. 16, xl. 20, xiv. 13, 29, xvi. 23, and xx. 20. Or 
possibly ovr{or, i.e. ov(y)[oi should be read, as Wilamowitz suggests. 

6. vaiy: tiv vaiy would be expected, especially if adris in 1]. 3 is right. 

g. yro|pep[oc]: cf, xii. 31. 

16. Thrasybulus and Anytus are well known as leaders of the moderate democratic 
party at this period. On Aiomos, who is less frequently mentioned, cf. Kirchner, A/. 
Prosopogr. i. p. 22. Our author ignores Archinus, who was also prominent at this time 
(cf. p. 140). It is interesting to note the cautious policy pursued by this section of the 
Athenian democrats, who side with the aristocrats in objecting to an open breach with 
Sparta, and for the moment succeed in curbing the warlike spirit of the majority of the 
democratic party headed by Epicrates and Cephalus (1. 35). The course of events was, 
however, too strong for the advocates of peace, and Thrasybulus himself in the late 
summer of 395 proposed the alliance with Boeotia, which was agreed to without opposition 
(Xen. Hell. iii. 5. 16). If the events recorded in i. 1-iii. 7 belonged to the spring or early 
summer of 395, the change of policy must have taken place within a very few months, and 
seems very sudden. It is therefore much more satisfactory to refer chapters I-III to 396, 
and to suppose more than a year’s interval between the expedition of Demaenetus and the 
alliance of Athens with Boeotia ; cf. iii. 9, note. 

22. Midwva: he is called XeiAwy by Aeschines li. 78; cf. note on]. 3. Which is the 
correct form is uncertain, 

27. alytempalrrev (1. dvrémparrov): it is possible that the scribe has himself corrected 
the « to o, 

24-8. For the secret assistance rendered to Conon by the Athenians cf. Isocr. Paneg. 
142 €v 0€ TH TOAeU@ TH TeEpt ‘Pddov . . . xpepevos SE Tais Uanpesiats Tais Tap’ Huy, oTpatyyodvTos 
8 air@ Kovevos. 

30. The letter after Baowea, if not 7, can only be y. —z[pérepov is somewhat too long 
and is not very appropriate, since it occurs immediately afterwards in ]. 32. Bury 
suggests a[poroy, i.e, the first embassy to the Persians since the Peace.  °E|n[«)kpdrn 
is possible, but in that case we should expect our author to have distinguished this Epicrates 
from the democratic leader of that name mentioned in 1. 35. ro can be read in place 
of afc], and ‘In|n[olkparn or Ad]|roxpatn is more likely ; ’Apu|roxpdrn seems to be too long. 
One of the three ambassadors, Hagnias, is known from Isae. xi. 8 ‘Ayvias odv dre éxmdeiv 
mapeokevdtero mpecBevowv ent tavtas tas mpdéecs, and from Harpocration s. v. ‘Ayvias, rotrov 
Kal rods cupmpecBeutas adtod no ’Avdporiov ev méunt@ tis ‘ArOidos Kal @iddxopos ws éddooay 
re kai drébavov. Telesegorus is possibly the father of Acwpundns TeAeonydpov KohAvrevs who 
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occurs in an inscription of the middle of the fourth century p.c. (Kirchner, of. cz/. it, 
p. 304). The date of the embassy, which was previously uncertain, is now fixed within 
narrow limits by the mention of @dpaé 6 mpérepov vatapyos, for he is known from Xen. Hell. 
iii. 2, 12, 14 to have co-operated with Dercylidas in the spring and summer of 397. 
Apart from the uncertainty as to the period of the year in which the Spartan vatvapyot 
entered on their command, it has been disputed whether Pharax’ term of office belongs 
to 398-7 or 397-6. Since his vavapyia is here spoken of as past, the present passage, 
if i. 1-ili. 7 are rightly assigned to the first half of 396, is strongly in favour of the date 
398-7; cf. iii. 9 and 23-6, notes. 

i. 33 sqq. P here diverges into a highly interesting account of the causes of the 
formation of the anti-Spartan league, and in connexion with the mission of Timocrates the 
Rhodian supplies some new information of importance. Xenophon (fell. iii. 5. 1-2) 
attributes to Tithraustes the mission of the Persian envoy with 50 talents, and specifies as 
the recipients at Thebes Androclidas, Ismenias, and Galaxidorus, at Corinth Timolaus and 
Polyanthes, at Argos Cylon and of per’ airod, but says of the Athenians kat od peradrafdvres 
rovtTov Tov xpvalov pws mpddvuor hoav eis Tov mdEpov vopiCorTés Te a’tav dpxerOa. He then 
proceeds to describe the outbreak of the Boeotian war, which he regards as the direct 
outcome of Timocrates’ bribes. Pausanias (ili. 9. 8) also connects Timocrates with 
Tithraustes, and gives a list of the recipients of the money (Cylon and Sodamas at Argos, 
Androclides, Ismenias, and Amphithemis at Thebes, Cephalus and Epicrates at Athens, 
Polyanthes and Timolaus at Argos), and like Xenophon treats the Boeotian war, in describing 
which he mentions otrov dxudfovra, as an effect of the mission. Plutarch too (Arfax. 20; 
cf. Lysand. 24, Ages. 15) agrees with Xenophon’s date for Timocrates. Only Polyaenus 
(i. 48) connects the episode not with Tithraustes but with Pharnabazus, Kévev baprvaBalo 
ouppayaev Aynoddov tiv Atay ropOodvros ereoe Tov Iléponv xpvaiov réuyat trois Snpaywyots, k.T.A., 
though it is possible that his statement is due to mere carelessness. Diodorus, Nepos, and 
Justin are silent on the subject. Our author, as appears both from i. 37 and ii. 4 and 32 
moAreat Tais mpoetpnuevas, had already described the sending of Timocrates, no doubt in its 
chronological position, in his main narrative, but ii. 33 shows that, like Polyaenus, he 
connected it with Pharnabazus, and i. 37-11. 1 indicates that, like Pausanias, he in opposition 
to Xenophon believed in the guilt of the Athenians Epicrates and Cephalus. In ii. 1 sqq., 
however, he controverts the view that the anti-Spartan league was brought about by 
Timocrates, attributing the hostility of the states to Sparta to other and older reasons. It 
has been generally recognized that Xenophon’s account of the origin of the confederacy 
is chronologically untenable, for if ‘Timocrates was sent by Tithraustes, who cannot have 
reached Sardis before June 395, he must have arrived in Greece after the beginning of the 
Boeotian war (of which Pausanias’ date is now confirmed by xi. 34 rovrov rod Oépovs), and 
therefore cannot have been the cause of it; and historians have usually accepted 
Xenophon’s date for Timocrates’ mission, and abandoned the connexion between it and the 
outbreak of the war; cf. Beloch, Gr. Gesch. ii. p. 193; Meyer, Gesch. d. Alt. v. pp. 231-2. 
Now, however, in the light of the new evidence another solution of the chronological 
difficulty in Xenophon’s account is preferable. The error lies not in making Timocrates’ 
mission precede the beginning of the war, but in supposing that he was sent by Tithraustes, 
On the view that he was inspired by Pharnabazus the difficulty vanishes, for it is clear from the 
order of the narrative in P, who does not reach the Boeotian war until xi. 34 sqq., that 
there was a considerable interval of time (more than a year) between the mission and the 
opening of hostilities in the summer of 395. ‘The reference in mpoepnuevac méders (ii. 4 and 
32) seems to be to a not very distant passage, and it is possible that the description of 
Timocrates’ mission in the main narrative occurred shortly before Col. i. If so, since the 
expedition of Demaenetus took place in the first half of 396, the journey of Timocrates 
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must have occurred not later than the spring of that year. An earlier date for it would 
produce a conflict with Polyaenus, since he synchronizes the mission with the campaigns of 
Agesilaus in Asia, which began in the spring of 396. Polyaenus’ statement is not lightly 
to be disregarded, especially as a close relation between him and P has been detected in 
another passage ; cf. vii. 4, note. On the other hand the argument in i. 33-ii. 1 is more 
logical if the dispatch of Timocrates preceded in point of time the embassy mentioned in 
i. 29-33, which took place in 397 (cf. 1. 30, note), and the year 397, in which Pharnabazus 
and Conon set to work to construct a fleet, is in itself a very suitable date. Hence the 
interval between the mission and the outbreak of the Boeotian war may be as much as two 
years. Even if Cols, i-iv are placed after v—viii and belong to the year 395 (cf. iii. 9, note), 
P’s date for the mission cannot be brought down later than the spring of 395, so that there 
would still remain an interval of some months between it and the Boeotian war. The 
chronological mistake made by Xenophon and others may well be due, as Meyer suggests, to 
the circumstance thai the fruits of the Persian bribes were not apparent till the summer of 395. 

On the question of the date of Timocrates’ mission and the Persian who inspired 
it, P is certainly right as against Xenophon. Which account is to be followed in regard to 
the action of the Athenian democrats ? Here, too, we think P’s version is more probable 
than Xenophon’s, and that Epicrates and Cephalus, as Pausanias also states, took the 
Persian gold. There was clearly a widespread belief in the fourth century that they did so, 
as is shown not only by our author’s own view, but by that of the unnamed twes, which he 
controverts in il. 1-7, without however disputing the fact of the bribes having been received. 
Moreover, P’s explanation of the origin of the anti-Spartan feeling as due not to bribery, 
but to anterior and deeper lying causes, is eminently just, and exhibits his acute insight 
into the politics of the fourth century, in which many of the leading statesmen thought it no 
shame to be in the pay of a foreign power, so long as the policy of which they really approved 
was pursued. And if P is right, as is practically certain, in minimizing the effects of 
Timocrates’ bribes, he is probably correct also in his admission with regard to Epicrates 
and Cephalus. Xenophon must have known of the charges against them, but, exaggerating 
the part played by Persian gold in bringing about the league, and, like our author, being 
aware of the strong war feeling at Athens (the corrupt words vopifovrés te abrav apxerOac 
probably refer, as Meyer remarks, to the Athenian desire to recover their empire ; cf. fe/?. 
ili. 5. 10 Kat pry dre Botdowe® dv tiv apxiv qv mpdrepov exéxtnae avadaBeiv mavtes émitrdpea), 
seems to have excepted the Athenians, mainly in order that he might emphasize the accusa- 
tions of Medizing which he brings against the other allies, in particular the Thebans. 
Only in one respect does P compare unfavourably with Xenophon, the desire for personal 
profit imputed as a motive to the Athenian war party (ii. ro-14). Here he seems to be 
influenced by an anti-democratic bias, which is quite in keeping with that of Theopompus 
(cf. p. 129), and to misrepresent the natural patriotic aspirations of the Athenians to which 
Xenophon alludes, thereby coming nearer to the truth. 

36. For the omissions cf. i. 5, note. 

34. Tioxpdree: so also Xenophon and Pausanias. Plato (Meno go A) calls him 
Todvkpdtns, but the fault may be due to his MSS. Plutarch in Ar/ax. 20 has the form 
‘Eppoxparny and ‘Eppoxpdrous, but in the second case apparently with a variant Tioxpdrous, sO 
that the mistake is presumably due to the MSS. 

ii. 1. tuwés Néy[ovew: the view which our author here controverts, and which originated 
no doubt in Sparta, coloured the sources from which Pausanias drew his information, 
and Xenophon shared it to a large extent ; cf. note on i. 33. That P included Xenophon 
among the rwés is not likely, seeing that P’s work was written little, if at all, later than 
Xenophon’s Hellenica (cf. p. 124); the reference may be to historical works which have 
perished or merely to current tradition. 
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ii, 8. Bow[..... .Jyora: if not y, the letter after the lacuna must be tr. Jyorat or rorat 
is very intractable; and if a correction is necessary the simplest course is to read 
oragtlyora, i.e. craovéra, the superfluous y being an example of the practice of inserting 
a y between two vowels, which is not uncommon in Ptolemaic papyri. A difficulty, 
however, then arises about the termination of Bow7[, for the lacuna ought to contain 
only six or seven letters. Botwr| wy ou oractlyorat is too long, and for Bowwr[ woe oract|ywrat 
there is barely room. That the scribe wrote Bowz[o is in any case probable (cf. ]. 16), 
but Bowrds is not used as an adjective at this period, so that with Botwr\o oracc|yora two 
corrections are necessary, which is not a very satisfactory hypothesis. If oracwra is the 
word intended, it must apply to the Argives as well as to the Boeotians, for the two 
states are treated as exactly parallel in 1. 16, and the clause dre rots evar[rios|s x.7.d. refers to 
both, which implies that there was a philo-Laconian party at Argos as well as at Thebes. 
Theban politics at this period are discussed in greater detail in xii. 31 sqq. 

13-4. This sarcastic and somewhat unfair criticism of the motives of the Athenian war 
party favours the view that our author is Theopompus; cf. note on i. 33 and p. 129. 

17. ‘I[46]Aacs: both Xenophon and Pausanias state that he took Timocrates’ bribes 
(cf. i. 33, note), and P no doubt admitted the fact, as he does definitely in the case of 
Epicrates and Cephalus; but he regarded Timolaus’ private quarrel with the Spartans 
as the chief reason for his present anti-Spartan attitude. In Xen. /He//. iv. 2. 11 Timolaus 
appears as leader of the Corinthian contingent at the battle of Nemea. 

21-32. Of Timolaus’ exploits in the Decelean war (which is again referred to in 
xiii. 16 and 30) the expedition to Thasos must, as Meyer remarks, have occurred towards 
the end of 411. Thucydides (viii. 64) records in that year the fall of the Thasian 
democracy, the fortification of the city, and the expectation of speedy assistance from 
the Spartans, with whom the exiled Thasian oligarchs had taken refuge. In 410 Thasos 
has a Spartan harmost (Xen. fell. i. 1. 32), so that the arrival of Timolaus with the 
Peloponnesian fleet falls in the intervening period. The incidents related in lH. 24-32 
therefore occurred just after the point at which Thucydides’ history breaks off, and the 
reference in ll. 27-8 to a former mention of them (probably in the main narrative) is 
important as an indication that the present work was a continuation of Thucydides ; 
cf. p. 122. The earlier exploit, the plundering of certain islands (Il. 22-4), probably took 
place in 412 or early in 411, and is passed over by Thucydides. 

26. otytov must be corrupt, and more probably conceals the name of the Athenian 
strategus than a reference to Chios. The only name among the known Athenian strategi 
at that period which remotely resembles Sixwos is SrpouSxidns (Thuc. viii. 13-79), but he is 
not likely to be meant. 

27. domep elpnk a mov kal mpérepov: Cf. xii, 32 Gomep Kai mpdrepov eipnea, and ii. 21- 
32, note. 

29. er|euyav: mapémeuav would be expected (cf. Dem. viii. 25 mapaméurecOar ra moia 
ri abrav), but «lai a mapén |euyav Tpla [wot], is not satisfactory. 

30. Wilamowitz suggests [ras évdexa| in the lacuna. 

33. PaprvaBafov: cf. 1. 33, note. 

34. The curious order of the words éxnpucvor pioetv Roav is due to the desire to avoid 
hiatus; cf. xi. 22, note. 

iii, 1-5. That Fr. 1 belongs to the top of this column is practically certain, (1) from 
internal evidence of its suitability to this context ; (2) from the colour of the papyrus, which 
resembles that of Cols. i-ii in being much lighter than the rest ; (3) from the recto, which 
has the beginnings of two lines that suit the first two lines of the column of the land-survey 
on the recto of Col. ii. The remainder of Col. iii (which on the recto has the ends of lines 
of a column of the land-survey) is on a separate fragment, but the correctness of its 
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position admits of no doubt; cf. 6 6¢ MiA]ov els Aiywav in]. 6. Since the width of the gap 
separating Fr. 1 from the bulk of Col. iii cannot be determined with absolute precision, 
and the beginnings of lines are lost throughout this column, the size of the lacuna on each 
side of Fr. 1 may be slightly larger or smaller than we have supposed in our restoration, 
which proceeds on the assumption that 5 or 6 letters are missing at the beginning and 8 or 
g in the middle of Il. 1-5. 

It is not clear whose ship Demaenetus took possession of. Aeschines ii. 78 (cf. i. 3, 
note) states that he cuvyxarevavpdynoe Xeidova (i.e. Milon), and Wilamowitz, reading rijs v|eas 
in vil. 2, thinks that Demaenetus captured Milon’s ship. To this there are the objections : 
(1) that it is not easy to see how Demaenetus obtained possession of Milon’s ship without 
capturing Milon himself, who, as appears from ]. 6, returned safely to Aegina; (2) that the 
plural airéy in |. 2 suits the inhabitants of a place just mentioned (cf. vi. 24-5 eis “AppirodAw 
katamAevoas Kal map’ [Kei vor) better than the Spartans; (3 ) the remains of ]. 7 suggest that 
Demaenetus took flight on Milon’s approach rather than that he gave action. Hence 
we prefer to regard atréy as the inhabitants either of Thoricus or, reading émi Tov... . 
or II. ap ...., of that place, though we are unable to suggest a suitable place-name. 
pias v|e@s is, however, not satisfactory, and rjs would suit the space better. For rwés there 
is no room, but rov (Bury) is possible. 

6-7. Something like pe ra ths tpijpovs dnémdevae is required. 


Cols. iii. 7-iv. 42 = chs. 1V-V. Zhe Naval War. 


ili. g. The mutilation of this passage, which if complete would have explained the 
chronological system adopted by our author, is much to be deplored. If Cols. i-iv are 
correctly placed before v—viii, which describe Agesilaus’ campaign in the spring and early 
summer of 395, the @€pos in iil. g must be that of 396, and the ‘ 8th year’, of which the 
beginning is noted in 1]. 10, is 396-5. An earlier date is excluded by the description 
of Pharax in i. 31-2 as 6 mpdrepoy vavapxos; for he is known to have held that office in the 
spring and summer of 397 (cf. i. 30, note), and since the expedition of Demaenetus, 
in connexion with which he is mentioned, falls within the seventh year of P’s reckoning and 
Pharax’ term of office was then already over, it is impossible to make the 8th year begin 
in 397. Granted that the @épos in ili. 9 refers to 396 and is the beginning of the 8th year 
(the possibility ofits referring to 395 will be discussed later), it remains doubtful what month 
P precisely regarded as the starting-point. Thucydides, who divides each year of the war 
into two equal parts, A¢pos and yecuov, makes the former begin in the spring (cf. e.g. iv. 117 
dpa fpe tov emyryvopévov Oépovs), and Xenophon in fel. i-ii. 3, where he is influenced by 
the annalistic method of Thucydides, similarly reckons in years beginning with the spring. 
Since P’s work is probably, like Xenophon’s, a continuation of Thucydides’ history 
(cf. p. 122) and seems to be constructed on chronological principles, which if not as strict 
as those of Thucydides are more careful than Xenophon’ s, there is a certain presumption that 
he too reckoned in years which began in the spring ; and i ili, Tr may even have commenced 
with some phrase like éapos ene On the other hand @épos in iii. g might very well 
refer to midsummer, the starting-point of the Olympiads and year of the Attic archons. The 
Jater columns are compatible with either hypothesis: v-viii cover the period from about 
March—June 395, Xi-xxi that from about July—November of the same year, and the 
transition from the 8th to the gth year would, if it was noted and took place in the spring, 
naturally occur in the gap between Cols. iv and v, while if it was at midsummer, it w ould 
occur in the gap before Col. xi. In xi. 34 revran tov 6¢pous referring to the war between 
Boeotia and Phocis probably means July, and the fact that the Theban intrigues and the 
dispute between Phocis and Locris, which are narrated in xiv. 21 sqq., began before 
midsummer (cf. xiv. 21, note) provides no argument against the view that the gth year began in 
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midsummer, for there is no reason to think that P’s arrangement of facts was so strictly 
annalistic as to prevent his grouping together an intimately connected series of incidents 
belonging to the conclusion of the 8th and the beginning of the gth year. The later 
columns being thus indecisive, the question what is meant by 6épos in iii. 9 has to be decided 
by the evidence of Cols. i-iv. Assuming—as is most probable but by no means absolutely 
certain—that the incidents in i. r-iil. 7 refer to the conclusion of the 7th year and those 
in iii. r1 sqq. to the beginning of the 8th, it is on the whole more satisfactory to regard the 
6épos in which the 8th year began as midsummer, not spring. The narrative of the 
expedition of Demaenetus does not help, for the only definite mark of date connected 
with it is the mention of Pharax as the former vavapyos, and if Pharax’ term of office 
ended, as is likely, in the autumn of 397 (cf. iti. 23-6, note) the expedition may have taken 
place during the winter of 397-6 just as well as in the spring or early summer of 396. But 
the account of the naval war in iii. 11 sqq. favours the view that the 8th year began in the 
summer. It would be surprising in the first place that the narrative of the 8th year, if this 
began in the spring, should commence with the comparatively unimportant naval war 
in place of the expedition of Agesilaus to Asia. Secondly, the arrival of the reinforcements 
from Phoenicia (iii. 23-6, cf. note) is more likely to have occurred towards the end than 
at the beginning of 396, for though Diodorus seems to have placed that event too late, 
the view that these reinforcements were available to Conon throughout the campaign of 396 
does not well accord with the statements of Isocrates about the blockade of Caunus. 
Thirdly, the arrival of the new Spartan vatvapxos (probably Pollis), which happened soon 
after the beginning of the 8th year (iii. 21, note), suits the late summer better than the 
spring, not merely because the summer or autumn was the normal time in which a new 
vavapyos entered on his duties, but because the arrival of Cheiricrates, the successor of Pollis, 
is definitely fixed by xv. 33 for the late summer (about July or August) of 395. If, therefore, 
the new vavapxos of ili. 21 came out in the spring, either he remained in office considerably 
more than a year, or he was not Pollis but some unknown individual, and Pollis’ arrival 
occurred later, the notice of it in P being lost. Of these two alternatives the second would 
be preferable to the first, for great as are the irregularities connected with the Spartan 
vavapyia (cf, iii. 21, note), there is no precedent for a vavapyos who took over the command 
in the spring remaining in that position until the summer of the year following, and the 
mention of Pollis in iii. 21 is of course conjectural. No one of the arguments in 
favour of treating the Opos in iii. g as midsummer is very strong, but together they seem 
to counterbalance the presumption in favour of the other explanation created by the 
example of Thucydides and Xenophon, and for the present we leave the question open. 
In any case P does not use the Attic archons for dating purposes, but like Thucydides and 
Xenophon reckons back to a fixed point. What this was is owing to the lacuna in 1. ro not 
definitely ascertainable. It is not the end of the Peloponnesian war as foreshadowed by 
Thucydides v. 26, where he states his intention of carrying his history up to the surrender 
of Athens; for the capture of the city by Lysander took place on Munychion 16 = April 24, 
404 according to Plutarch Zysand. 15, and the 8th year on P’s system being 396-5, his 
epoch-year is 403-2, not 404-3. Xenophon, however (or rather, as is generally supposed, 
his interpolator), in /e//. ii. 3. 9 treats the capitulation of Samos in the autumn of 404 
as the end of the war, and in any case it would seem that P connected the events of 404, 
including the capture of Samos and the despotism of the Thirty, with the war, and made 
a fresh start in the spring or summer of 403, i.e. approximately from the archonship 
of Euclides, a well-known landmark in Greek history. The restoration of the Athenian 
democracy and the general amnesty occurred on Boedromion 12 (= Oct. 4) 403 (Plut. de 
glor, Ath, 7). On this view iti. 9-10 should perhaps be restored rh pev [eipqun rh mpds 
*AOnvaiovs. 
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Our discussion has so far proceeded on the fundamental assumption that Cols. i-iv are 
rightly placed before v—viii, and we have hitherto left out of account the hypothesis that the 
Oépos in ili. 9 may refer not to 396 but to 395. It is not worth while reviewing in detail 
the consequences that would ensue from the combination of the present arrangement of 
Cols, i-viii with the view that the 6¢pos belongs to 395, for that hypothesis would remove 
none of the difficulties which have led us to place Cols. i-iv before v—viii, and would not be 
supported by the chief argument for transposing v—viii before i—iv, the fact that Cols. i-iv are in 
the same hand as that of vi. 27-xxi (cf. p. 114). If the Oépos in iii. 9 refers to 395, there 
is not the least doubt that Cols. v—viii should precede i-iv, not follow them, What are the 
results of this arrangement ? 

In the first place the 6épos of iii. g would necessarily mean midsummer not spring, for 
the account of Agesilaus’ campaign in the spring and early summer of 395 would have 
preceded ; accordingly Demaenetus’ expedition would have occurred in the spring or early 
summer of 395. ‘There is no insuperable objection to this, although the change of policy on 
the part of Thrasybulus and the moderate democrats with regard to a war with Sparta would 
become very sudden, and it is more satisfactory to suppose at least a year’s interval between 
the events described in i. 7-25 and the unanimously voted alliance of Athens with Boeotia 
in the late summer of 395; cf. i. 16, note. With regard to Pharax, the mention of him as 
6 mpérepov vavapxos would merely cease to bear strongly on the vexed question of the date 
of his vavapxia, since whether he was vavapyos in 398-7 or 397-6, he would equally be 
6 mpdrepov vavapxos in the spring of 395. ‘The really serious difficulties begin when we try 
to imagine what could have stood in the lacuna in iii. ro, and what reasons P had for 
taking as his epoch the remarkably uneventful year 402-1, corresponding to the archonship 
of Micon. That P should have grouped the events of the year of dvapyia with the 
Peloponnesian war is perfectly intelligible, but that he should have also included in it 
the whole of the archonship of Euclides, and made a fresh start with the Attic new year 
following the amnesty is very extraordinary. At the time when v—viil were placed before 
i-iv, Meyer suggested for iii. 10 79 pev [rdv AaxeSaypoviov dpyh Or Hyepovia, i.e. the definitive 
organization of the Spartan hegemony, but we should certainly expect some particular event 
of well-known importance to be mentioned there, not a vague phrase. And, since no 
important historical incident occurréd in the archonship of Micon at all, the choice of 
402-1 as a Starting-point would remain a complete enigma. Problems of still greater 
difficulty would, however, arise in connexion with the appearance of the new vavapyos; for 
that he was Pollis, the predecessor of Cheiricrates, would be practically certain, and it would 
become necessary to suppose either that he disappeared almost immediately after his arrival, 
or that in iii. rr sqq. P has abandoned altogether the chronological sequence of events and 
reverted to incidents which took place long before the beginning of the 8th year. Neither 
of the two explanations is at all satisfactory; cf. ili. 21, note, and ili. 23-6, note, 
where the whole question of the chronology of this period is discussed more in detail. The 
overwhelming difficulties which ensue concerning the starting-point of P’s system of years 
and the vavapxia of Pollis, if the Oépos in iii. g refers to 395, seem to us much to outweigh the 
advantages which result from placing Cols. v—viii before i-iv: for apart from the argument 
based on the change of hands which is far from conclusive (cf. p. 115), especially as the 
margin before Col. i suggests that it is the commencement of a new book or section, the 
only gain afforded by making Cols. v—viii precede i-iv is that it would then be easy to bring 
P into harmony with Diodorus as to the date of the arrival of the reinforcements from 
Phoenicia recorded in iii. 23-6. It is, however, not absolutely certain that P and Diodorus 
differ on this point even if the @épos belongs to 396, and in any case the apparent order of 
events in P possesses such manifest advantages over their sequence in Diodorus that we 
are prepared to admit an error on the part of the latter; cf. p. 213. 

12 
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iii, 1x sqq. P now turns to the naval war, the fragmentary account of which bristles 
with difficulties. The first is the identity of the person ~apos (-dpos cannot be read) who 
occurs in]. 11 and again apparently in ll. 19 and 30. The context (especially the mentions 
of Pharnabazus in ll. 16 and 36) indicates that he was on the side of the Persians, not of 
the Spartans; and if ll. 11-20 all refer to him he seems to have been in command of the 
fleet and to have had negotiations with Pharnabazus concerning the pay (cf. xv. 37, 8qq.), 
while ll. 28-31 perhaps refer to his departure as the result of some new arrangement about 
the command introduced by Pharnabazus, his place being apparently taken by Conon 
(1. 31). Against this interpretation may be urged the fact that in the account of Diodorus, 
who owing to the silence of Xenophon is practically the sole authority for the naval 
operations between the building of the Persian fleet and the battle of Cnidus, Conon is 
throughout in command of the Persian fleet; cf. xiv. 39. 2 76 d€ Kevou rept rijs vavapxias 
diareybeis exéornoev (sc. Pharnabazus) atrdv éml riv Oddarray jyepdva, and 81. 4 Kévev 6 trav 
Ilepoay vavapyos. At the battle of Cnidus, however, Xenophon (/7e//. iv. 3. 11) speaks of 
Pharnabazus as vavapyos, and it seems possible that at the period with which Col. iii is concerned 
Conon, though really directing the operations, was nominally subject to a Persian com- 
mander other than Pharnabazus. That -apos was one of Conon’s lieutenants is not likely, 
for both P (xi. ro-1) and Diodorus mention Hieronymus and Nicophemus as acting in 
this capacity (cf. note ad Joc.) ; that he was a Spartan vavapyos is still less probable, for even if 
ll. 16-8 refer to Conon’s negotiations with Pharnabazus, not to -apos, the Spartan fleet 
seems to be mentioned for the first time in 1. 20, and the apy7 of -apos in ]. 30 most probably 
refers to the vavapxia in ]. 28, which in view of the context is almost certainly the Persian, 
not the Spartan. 

12. elec: probably Caunus, the head quarters of the Persian fleet in the Aegean 
(cf. ll. 24 sqq.). That Rhodes, which became the head quarters later, had already revolted 
from Sparta is on the whole unlikely ; cf. ili. 23-6, note. 

17-8. Perhaps Bovdd| pevos TO PapvaBal@ ovppei~|a; cf. xv. 37. 

21. TdAds]: cf. xv. 32-5, where the arrival of Cheiricrates as successor to Pollis is 
mentioned as having taken place before Conon’s visit to Tithraustes and the mutiny. 
Both vatapyou were previously unknown. Since Cheiricrates’ arrival is there mentioned in terms 
which seem to imply that this had not been previously referred to, it is not at all satisfactory 
to restore dixero Xewpuxpdrns here, and U¢éddus may be regarded as practically certain. That 
the vavapxia at Sparta was an annual office is generally agreed, but whether it normally was 
entered upon in midsummer or in the autumn is much disputed. Meyer, who formerly 
(Gesch. d. Alt. iv. p. 619) agreed with Beloch (PAz/ol. xliii. p. 261) in accepting midsummer, 
now agrees with Lohse (Quaest. chronol. ad Xenoph. Hell. pertinentes, pp. 43 qq.) and with 
Beloch’s former view (heim. Mus. xxxiv. p. 119) in regarding the autumn, i.e. the be- 
ginning of the official Spartan year, as the normal commencement of the term of 
office of the vatapyo.. But whatever may have been the rule, there is no doubt that there 
were great irregularities in practice. Lysander, for instance, was in command not from 
autumn to autumn or even summer to summer, but from spring to spring; cf. Lohse, 2. c. 
But since the episode in connexion with which Cheiricrates is mentioned is related by P 
after the Boeotian war, which took place in the summer (xi. 34), and before the campaign 
of Agesilaus in the late summer and autumn, Cheiricrates’ arrival must have occurred soon 
after midsummer, 395. He is mentioned again in connexion with the autumn campaign 
(xxi. 26), and was no doubt succeeded in the course of the winter by Pisander, who fell at 
the battle of Cnidus in August 394; cf. xv. 33, note. Cheiricrates’ predecessor, Pollis, 
would therefore be expected to have come out in the summer or autumn of 396, and 
the great probability of this date for Pollis’ arrival is one of the chief reasons for putting 
Cols. i-iv before v-viii in spite of the difficulty caused by the change of hands; cf. iii. 9, 
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note. For if Cols. i-iv are placed after v-viii and the 8th year in iii. 9 is 395-4, not 396-5, 
the advent of Pollis seems to coincide almost with his replacement by Cheiricrates. This 
conflict of evidence can only be explained in one of two ways. It is possible that Pollis 
entered office in the summer of 395, but only held it for a very short time before being 
succeeded by Cheiricrates. It is, however, not satisfactory to suppose that he was recalled 
so soon, still less that he died, for he is likely to be identical with the Pollis who was 
émoronevs in 393-2 (Xen. Fell. iv. 8. 11), and perhaps with the vavapyos of that name in 376 
(Xen. Hell. v. 4.61). Or secondly, Pollis may have entered office in the summer of 396, 
and on the hypothesis that Cols. i-iv follow v—viii the mention of his arrival is out of its 
proper chronological position. It must then be supposed that in relating the naval war 
P has departed from the fairly strict chronological arrangement followed by him in 
narrating the campaigns of Agesilaus and events in Greece, and has grouped together in 
Col. ili sqq. a series of events beginning with some which ought to have been mentioned 
long before. This explanation, however, is also very unsatisfactory, for in the subsequent 
sections dealing with the naval war (xi. 1-34, xv. 32-xviii. 33) the chronological arrangement is 
adhered to at the price of dividing the narrative of Conon’s operations into two parts 
separated from each other by the account of the Boeotian war; and since iii. g—10 seem to 
record the conclusion of one year and the beginning of another, it is singularly difficult to 
regard the events next related as really belonging to the beginning of the year just 
concluded. 

22. ’Apxedaida: this seems to be the name of a ship rather than of a place; cf. Frs. 19. 
8 and 20. 11, where it is perhaps mentioned again. Possibly there is some connexion 
with Archelaus king of Macedonia, a country which is mentioned in ix. 29. 

23-6. Cf. Diod. xiv. 79. 8 mapeyernOncav S€ TH Kévavt tpinpers evevixovta, deka pev amd 
Kiduxlas, dySonxovra 8 ard Powikns, Sv 6 SSwviev Svvdotns elye THY wyepoviay, a passage which 
is no doubt derived directly or indirectly from P (cf. p. 137), though whether Diodorus and 
.P agreed exactly with regard to the numbers of the ships is by no means certain in view of 
the differences between them as to numbers elsewhere; cf. v. 13-6, 60, and vi. 21, notes. 
There is also the difficulty in Diodorus’ account that these go ships added to the 80 which 
Conon possessed previously (xiv. 79. 6) make 170 triremes, but in his description of the 
battle of Cnidus (83. 4) the Persian fleet consists of only rpujpes . . . mdeious rev évevyjkovta, 
against 85 on the side of the Spartans. Xenophon, however, (/Zed/. iv. 3.12) states that the 
Spartan fleet was greatly inferior in numbers, so that mAc«ious tév évernxovtra seems to imply 
too low an estimate. 

Diodorus’ statement concerning the arrival of the go ships comes at the end of 
a section dealing with the naval war (79. 4-8), in which he previously recounts the assistance 
offered by the king of Egypt to the Spartans, the blockade of Conon with 40 ships at 
Caunus by Pharax, the Spartan vavapyxos, with 120 ships, the relief of Conon by Pharnabazus 
and Artaphernes, the revolt of Rhodes from the Spartans, and the capture by Conon of the 
Egyptian corn-ships which sailed to Rhodes in ignorance of the revolt. These incidents of 
the naval war he synchronizes with the dispatch of Agesilaus to Asia and his first campaign 
(79. 4 Tovtwr dé mpatropéver, referring to 79. 1-3); the second campaign of Agesilaus, which 
corresponds to Cols. v—viii, follows immediately afterwards (80. 1 perd d€ radra), being 
succeeded by the Boeotian war and the battle of Haliartus (81. 1 ray d€ kara thy “Agia rotrov 
rov tpdrov Supxnpévov), and Conon’s visit to Babylon (81. 4-6). The events of all three 
chapters 79-81 are assigned by Diodorus to the year 396-5, but his narrative of the two 
preceding years 398-7 and 397-6 deals only with Sicilian history, and it is clear that in 
those three chapters the events of two or more years have been compressed into one. 
Isocrates (Paneg. 142) speaks of the Persian fleet being blockaded (moNopkovpevov) for 
three years ev r@ moh€u@ 76 epi Pddov ; but modcopxovpevor is clearly a rhetorical exaggeration, 
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and it is not certain whether he is referring to the years 397-5 or 396-4. Beloch (Gr. 
Gesch. ii. p. 146), supported by Lohse, of. ci/. pp. 24 sqq., takes the former view, placing 
the arrival of Conon at Caunus and the siege and relief of that place in 397, principally 
on account of the mention of Pharax, who is known from Xen. fell. iii, 2. 12 to have 
accompanied Dercylidas in his campaign of 397, which began in the spring. The revolt 
of Rhodes is referred by Beloch to the summer of 395, by Lohse to the summer of 396. 
Meyer, on the other hand (of. c7/. v. pp. 208-9), connecting Paneg. 142 with Lvag. 64, 
where it is stated that the king Aaxedapovioy evrds tpiay erav adeirero thy dpx7v, i.e. in the 
three years 396-4 up to the battle of Cnidus in August 394 (cf. Paneg. 154 and Lvag. 56 
through Conon’s fleet Aaxedapdmor perv KatevavpaynOnvay Kal tis apxijs dneatrepnOnaav, of & 
"EAAnves HrevOepdOnoav), postpones the arrival of Conon at Caunus and the siege of that 
town by Pharax to the spring of 396, placing the revolt of Rhodes at about the beginning 
of 395. That the naval war did not begin in the summer of 397 is, he thinks, implied by 
Xenophon, Hell. iii. 4. 1, where the commotion at Sparta caused by the news of the Persian 
preparations of a large fleet brings about the expedition of Agesilaus, which left Greece in 
the spring of 396. The chief objections to this view are (1) that it implies a very long 
term of office as vavapxos for Pharax, who is known to have been already acting in that 
capacity in the spring and early summer of 397, and (2) that if his operations in Asia 
against Conon took place in 396 it is difficult to account for his presence at Syracuse about 
midsummer of that year; cf. Diod. xiv. 63. 4 and 70. 2, where @apaxiéas is no doubt identical 
with @dpag, though Diodorus is almost certainly wrong in still calling him vavapyos. More- 
over, as Lohse remarks (of. cé/. pp. 26-7), the fear aroused at Sparta in 396 by the scale 
of the Persian preparations is not inconsistent with the supposition that the Persians had 
already a fleet of 40 ships in 397, and the three years of Isocr. Evag. in which the king 
ageidero tiv apxnv are likely to be different from the three years of the Paveg. in which the 
Persian fleet was blockaded, and may be 395-3. Lohse’s discussion of this point requires 
some modification in the light of the evidence from P that the visit of Conon to the Persian 
court happened not in the summer of 395 but in the following winter, but on the main 
questions of the date of Pharax’ vavapxia and the distinction between the three years of the 
Paneg. from those of the Zvag. we agree with him against Meyer. 

The account of the democratic rising (émavdoraors) at Rhodes in xi. 1-34 presupposes 
that the expulsion of the Spartans and the admission of Conon’s fleet had taken place some 
time previously, the government of the island being in the interval in the hands of the 
Avaydpeot, Since the revolution is clearly assigned by P to the summer of 395 (cf. xi. 34 
Tovtou tov Oépous), the expulsion of the Spartans can hardly have occurred later than the 
winter of 396-5. That P’s account of this immediately preceded that of the éravdoracts is 
unlikely, for there is no reference in xi. 1-34 to the Spartans, and the rising of the democrats 
and the expulsion of the Spartans belong to different years according to P’s reckoning. 
The question then arises whether the expulsion of the Spartans took place before or after 
the events recorded in Col. iii. If these belong to 395 it would be necessary to suppose 
that the revolt of Rhodes from the Spartans preceded them, for there would be only 
a very brief interval of time (one or two months at most) between the arrival of Pollis and 
the democratic revolution, P would then confirm Diodorus’ statement that the reinforce- 
ments from Phoenicia arrived after the revolt of Rhodes. But it is in any case more 
probable that Pollis’ arrival took place in the summer of 396 (cf. iii. g and 21, notes); 
and if so there is an interval of practically a year between Cols. iii and xi, which gives ample 
time for the expulsion of the Spartans during this period. Unfortunately the remains of 
Col. iii are insufficient by themselves to show definitely whether the expulsion of the Spartans 
from Rhodes had taken place or not, On the one hand Caunus not Rhodes seems to be 
the head quarters of the Persian fleet ; and if ‘Aprapé]py7[s] be read in iii. 37 the situation may, 
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as Meyer suggests, correspond to that in Diod. xiv. 79.5, when Pharnabazus and Artaphernes 
came. to the rescue of Conon at Caunus, Rhodes being still held by the Spartans. On the 
other hand xi. 9 and xv. 36 show that even after Rhodes had become the head quarters of 
the Persian fleet Conon was inthe habit of visiting Caunus, and it is possible that 
a mention of Rhodes in connexion with the Persian fleet occurred in iii, 11-2. 
Moreover, if the expulsion of the Spartans occurred after the events recorded in Col. iii, 
there is a discrepancy between P and Diodorus as to the date of the arrival of the 
reinforcements, since Diodorus places that event after the defection of Rhodes. In itself there 
is nothing at all improbable in the view that these reinforcements played a part in causing 
Rhodes to revolt from the Spartans, but we have some hesitation, in consideration of the 
agreements between P and Diodorus elsewhere, in accepting so serious a divergence between 
them as to the order of the events described in Diod. xiv. 79. 4-8, especially as the placing 
of Cols i-iv after v—viii would bring P into harmony with Diodorus on this point. On the 
whole, however, in view of the advantages gained by the hypothesis that the arrival of the 
reinforcements preceded the revolt, and the inextricable difficulties caused by maintaining 
that the events in iii. 11 sqq. belong to 395, we prefer to suppose that the order of events 
in Diodorus is erroneous, and that the arrival of the reinforcements occurred in the late 
summer or autumn of 396, the revolt of Rhodes in the same autumn or the following 
winter, the account of the latter event being probably jost between Cols. ili and v. 

The accuracy of Diodorus’ narrative of the naval war in xiv. 79. 4-8 having been denied 
in one important particular, it becomes somewhat doubtful how far the rest of it is to be 
trusted. If the siege of Caunus was conducted by Pharax, this must certainly be referred 
to 397, not to 396. For apart from other objections to the supposition that his vavapyia ex- 
tended to 396 (cf. p. 212), since Pharax is called 6 mpérepov vavapxos (i. 31) in the year preceding 
the 8th year mentioned in iii. 9 and the arrival of Pollis apparently belongs to the 8th year 
(or at any rate to 396), it is very unlikely that he was the immediate predecessor of Pollis. 
And if another vavapxos intervened Pharax’ term of office cannot have extended into 396. 
The probable chronology of the vavapyu is in our opinion 398—7 (autumn) Pharax; 397 
(autumn) to 396 (autumn) unknown ; 396 (autumn) to 395 (summer) Pollis; 395 (summer— 
winter) Cheiricrates ; 394 Pisander (cf. xv. 33, note). Hence P on the whole seems to 
support Beloch’s chronology of the naval war against that of Meyer. To make P 
consistent with Meyer’s view that the naval war began in 396, it is necessary to suppose 
that Pharax in Diodorus xiv. 79. 5 is a mistake for Pollis or his unknown predecessor. 
There is, however, as Meyer remarks, a good deal to be said for treating @dpag there as an 
error, for if the siege of Caunus began in 397, when Pharax was with Dercylidas in Caria, 
Diodorus ought to have mentioned it in his account of Dercylidas’ campaign in xiv. 39, and 
the indecisive character of the operations on land, which ended ina tame avoidance of battle 
and a truce for further negotiations, ill accords with the hypothesis that the Spartans had in 
397 so large a fleet as 120 ships in the Aegean, and were taking active measures against 
Conon. It is possible, therefore, to limit Pharax’ period of office to 397, and yet to regard 
the naval war as commencing in the spring of 396, for apart from the mention of Pharax 
in Diod. xiv. 79. 4 there is no clear evidence that Conon came to Caunus before 396. The 
substitution of another name for Pharax in that passage would however still be compatible 
with Conon’s arrival there in 397, for Diodorus’ expression with regard to Conon (dcarpiSovra 
& ev Kavv@ pera vedv recoapdkovra) is quite vague. And since the rhetorical exaggeration in 
Isocr, Paneg. 142 (cf. p. 211) is more excusable if the three years of the siege refer to 
397-5 instead of 396-4, it does not seem worth while to reject Diodorus’ statement that 
Pharax besieged Conon, though the number of the Lacedaemonian ships (120) may well 
be too large. The connexion suggested by Meyer between iii. 37 and the relief of Conon 
by Pharnabazus and Artaphernes (cf. p. 212) is therefore not very probable. 
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iii, 26. [amd dowixns (cf. Diod. 2. c.) is unlikely, as Gowixey occurs in |. 23, applying to 
the whole fleet. Perhaps [dmé Siddvos xai...; but the division ds "Axrov is very uncertain. 
The name “Acrey is not known, and Jacaxrov may be all part of the name of the 
Sidonian. 

30. |. apos: the vestige of a letter before a would suit y or r best, but is also com- 
patible with «, o, v, or xy. It is of course quite uncertain how many letters intervene 
between | . apos and pep ov». 

34. Perhaps kai SiaBds ds réyijora rorap[d]», as proposed by Bury, who suggested 
kadovpevoy in |, 35. 

35. els Mpwn|y rv K[alvviay: there was a large lake a little north of Caunus, which was 
connected with it by a river, i.e. the morap[d|y roy Kav{mov of 1. 34, or Kddfis, as it is called 
by Strabo xiv. 651 era Kaivos kal rorapds mAnotov KddBis Babs Exov eloaywyny. 

36. Kolveros: the supposed « has been corrected. 

37. Js]: perhaps Waorelom[s|, who is mentioned in xvi. 27 as having been 
appointed by Tithraustes to command the Persian forces along with Ariaeus, ot 
’Apradé|pyx[s], who, according to Diod. xiv. 79. 5, came with Pharnabazus to the help 
of Conon at Caunus (cf. iii. 23-6, note), unless indeed ’Apragépyys there is a mistake for 
Tlacupépyns, a name not known apart from xvi. 27. 

40-3. Fr. 2, containing the letters Jugal, Jao[, AA, and leaca{, is placed here chiefly 
on the evidence of colour; the recto is blank at this point, and the proposed arrangement 
is by no means certain. 


Col. v. 1-vii. 4 = chs. VI-VII. Agesilaus in Asia. 


v. 1. The supposed stops at the beginning of this line and 1. 3 may represent the 
tip of a letter. The second scribe sometimes fails to insert stops when he leaves a 
space, e.g. in |. 6. 

4. 7) pev [odv: a new section probably begins here. Whether the preceding lines 
concerned Agesilaus’ preparations at Ephesus (cf. Xen. /ed/. ili. 4. 16-9) or events in 
another part of the world is quite uncertain. 

7. 7 Of otparon|e|Sov is corrected, and the vestiges after orpar indicate something more 
than o. Perhaps the scribe began to write ovparevya. 

8. For Ka| do |rpi{ ov mediov cf. Diodorus xiv. 80. I pera S€ taira ’Aynoidaos pev eéayayov 
tv Sivan eis 7d Kavorpov mediov Kal thy rept Simvdov yopay edjwoe Tas TOY eyxwploy KTHTELS. 
The épn in |. 9 probably refer to Sipylus. Xenophon does not state Agesilaus’ route 
to Sardis. 

g-10. Possibly ragdpe|vos eis mAwOiov; cf. 1. 34 and Diod. 2. c. "Aynoidaos Sé cis trAUWOlov 
aurragas tods otpariétas. But though the wAw@iov must have been mentioned before 1. 34, 
it would be more naturally introduced after the mention of Tissaphernes in ll. 14-6, i.e. in 
ll. 17 sqq., where the manceuvres of the march are described. Moreover the é of rafape 
is very doubtful, and the correct division may be ra dpn ra. ape... 

13-6. Cf. Diod. 2. c. Tioapepyys 8€ pupiovs pev immeis mevraxiopupious S€ meCols aOpoicas 
ennkodovber tois Aakedatpovtors. Wilamowitz proposes meCovs pev mevt jaxuoytAtous kal | pu|plous 
éxov, inméas d€ pupiov ol’k éddrrovs, and would bring the figures in Diodorus into agreement 
with P by emending qevraxecpupious into mevrakia(yiAdiovs Kai) pvpiovs. But P and Diodorus 
differ elsewhere in regard to figures (cf. notes on v. 60 and vi. 21), and the tmmeis may well 
have been mentioned before the me{oi, as in Diod. Z. c. and in xxi. 12 (though not in 
vii. 41). The restoration suggested in our text produces a conflict with Diodorus as 
to the number of the immeis, but not necessarily in that of the we(ol, since mevraxccpupiov 
would suit the space. That figure is very high; but cf. Pausan. iii. 9. 6 yevopérns 8€ mpds 
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Tiroapepyny ey TOV rept *Iwviay pdyns ev "Eppou medio THY Te inmov tev Tlepoaey éviknoev 
6 ’Aynoidaos kai 7d meCdv rére mrEioTov AOporc bev perd ye Tov ZépEou orpardy. The agreement 
between P and Diodorus, supported by Pausanias, cr ee the movements of 
Tissaphernes’ troops is very striking. Xenophon (Zell. i 4. 21, Ages. 1. 29) gives 
a wholly different account; according to him, the satrap ve an invasion of Caria, 
and dispatched his infantry thither and his horse to the plain of the Maeander, so that 
Agesilaus reached the neighbourhood of Sardis unmolested and never met the Persian 
infantry at all; cf. note on v. 59. 

17-9. The restorations are due to Bury, who further suggests xaridev adrovs in 1. 17 and 
continues in Il. 20-2 ad os kal kpalrovas THy tak, emovetro Oe tis | orpatnyias [drddecEw avrov, 
a passing compliment to Agesilaus’ tactical skill; cf. p. 123. That the md.w6éov was mentioned 
here is probable in any case; cf. ll. 9 and 34, notes. 

22. The first a of payeoOa is corrected. 

24. gas’: Or oact without a stop; cf. note on]. 1 

34. mAru[iov: cf. vi. 35 and the passage from Diodorus quoted in]. 9, note. Diodorus 
proceeds to describe Agesilaus’ arrival before Sardis and the plundering of the environs, 
including the wapddeoos of Tissaphernes ; but the scanty remains of I]. 36-58 do not offer 
any points of connexion with his narrative, and it is not clear precisely where the battle 
described in v. 59—-vi. 27 took place. Xenophon, whose account in /ell. iv. 22-4 = Ages. 
I. 30-33 is widely different (cf. v. 59, note), describes it as occurring on the bank of the 
Pactolus before Agesilaus reached Sardis, the environs of which were, according to 
Ages. 1. 33, plundered after the engagement. Diodorus, whose description of the ambush 
in xiv. 80, 2-3 closely resembles that of P, represents Agesilaus as turning back 
(émorpévas) after reaching Sardis, and places the scene of the battle dvi Hévov » . « TOY 
te Sapdewy kal OvBdpver, the site of which town is unknown. Pausanias in the passage 
quoted in note on ll. 13-6 vaguely says that the fight occurred in the “Eppou med/ov, which 
is also mentioned in Ephorus Fr. 131, possibly in reference to this battle. From vi. 29, 
where it is stated that Tissaphernes after his defeat retreated with his troops (damexopncav) 
to Sardis, it is probable that in P’s account Agesilaus had passed Sardis before the 
battle, and émorpéyas in Diodorus is, as Meyer remarks, likely to be due to a mis- 
understanding, since he uses the same expression (dmeyopyoe) as P with regard to 
Tissaphernes. 

40. A stop may be lost after vows, 

4I. par|Aoly : the position of Fr. 3 containing the supposed beginnings of ll. 42-9 
and 54-60 is not absolutely certain, and it might belong to an earlier column. The 
recto gives no help. The combinations pad|doly and AlynoiAafos and the fact that .«[ is 
the last line of a column are the grounds for placing it as we have indicated. If pate is 

correct, the iota adscript of eyyurepax is perhaps erroneous. 

45. 5 in the margin opposite this line seems to indicate that this is the gooth line 
of the MS. Similar indications of the successive hundreds are common in poetical texts, 
e.g. 223 and 841; but the only parallel that we can adduce from a prose MS. of this 
period occurs in the Pherecydes papyrus (P. Grenf. II. rr), where ¢ in the margin opposite 
ii. 3 is more likely to mean the 6ooth line than the 6th section. 

56. Per haps rovro |v TOV évar[rdy. 

58. There is a spot of ink in the margin before e.{, which might represent Jo, but 
may be merely an accident. That it is connected with 8 in the margin against l 45 
is unlikely. 

V. 59-Vi. 53. 

eee sent) ... hoplites and [.Joo light-armed troops, and appointed as their 
leader Xenocles, a Spartiate, with instructions to form in order of battle when (the main 
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body ofthe army) marched past them. Agesilaus on the next day at dawn roused his army, 
and continued his advance. The barbarians accompanied them as usual, some assaulting 
the Greeks, others... them, others in loose order following them over the plain. When 
Xenocles considered that it was the moment to attack the enemy, he started up with 
the Peloponnesians from the ambush, and charged at a run. The barbarians at the sight 
of the advancing Greeks fled over the whole plain, whereupon Agesilaus perceiving the 
panic dispatched from his army the light troops and the cavalry in pursuit, and they 
in combination with the force which had issued from the ambush pressed hard upon the 
barbarians. They followed the enemy for no very long time, as they were unable to 
overtake them because the majority were horsemen or without armour, and after killing 
about six hundred of them they desisted from the pursuit, and attacked the barbarians 
camp. Finding the guard not strongly posted they soon took it, and captured from the 
enemy large supplies, many prisoners, and much baggage and money, including that 
of Tissaphernes himself. Such being the result of the battle, the barbarians in terror 
of the Greeks retired with Tissaphernes to Sardis, while Agesilaus after remaining there 
three days, in which he restored to the enemy their dead under a truce and erected 
a trophy and ravaged the whole country, led his army forward again into Phrygia Magna. 
He no longer kept his soldiers formed in column on the march, but allowed them to range 
over as much of the country as they liked, and to plunder the enemy. ‘Tissaphernes on 
learning that the Greeks were continuing their advance, gathered the barbarians together 
once more, and followed in the rear of his adversaries, at a distance of many stades. 
After crossing the Lydian plain Agesilaus conducted his forces through the mountains 
which lie between Lydia and Phrygia, and after traversing these brought them down to 
Phrygia until they reached the river Maeander, which rises at Celaenae, the largest city 
in Phrygia, and flows into the sea near Priene and (Myus?). There he encamped the 
Peloponnesians and their allies, and consulted the auspices whether he ought.to cross 
the river or not, and whether he should march against Celaenae or retreat. Since the 
sacrifices proved unpropitious for him, after waiting there during the day of his arrival and 
the next, he retired with his army...’ 


v. 59 sqq. With the account of the ambush cf. Diodorus xiv. 80. 2-3, which is 
somewhat less detailed, dméorethe Zevoxdea roy Srapridryy pera yiAloy Kat TeTpakogiwv oTpatiwTav 


\ ” ‘ , 7 > , 4 \ if eee | te ee Ea , 4 \ = 
vuktos els Twa Saody Térov dros evedpevon Tors BapBapovs. adrds 8 Gu’ tpépa mopevdpevos peta THs 


7 > \ ‘ ‘ Sy 5 - a 
Suvdpews ered) tHv pev evedpav mapydrdakev, of S€ BapBapor mpoomintorres ardktos Tois emt Tis 


ovpayias e€nmrovro, mapaddfws eLaihrns enéotpeev emt rods Hépoas. yevouerns d€ xaprepas payns 
kai rod avoonpov Tois Kara THY evédpay apOérros exeivor pev maavioavres emepeporto Tois ToAeplo.s, of 
d€ Tépaar Oewpotvres avrovds drodkapBavopevous eis peoov KatemAdynoay Kab mapaxpnua epevyov. ot d¢ 
mept tov ’Aynatraoy péxpe pév tivos emidim€arres dveidav pev umep tods éEakiyiAlous aiypwarorav 
d€ wokd mAs FOpocar, thy S€ mapeuBoryy Supracay yéeuovcav ToANGy dyabr. ad dé Tis 
paxns Ticoahepyns peév eis Sdpdecs ameyopyoe KataremAnypevos THv TéApav Tov AaKedSatpovier. The 
general resemblance between Diodorus and P is very close, though except in the last 
sentence of the extract (cf. vi. 27-30) the verbal coincidences (which are indicated by the 
underlined words) are not striking, and besides minor differences there is a discrepancy 
as regards Agesilaus’ tactics, since Diodorus represents him as bringing on a general 
engagement before giving the signal to Xenocles, while in P Xenocles chooses his own 
time for the attack, and is then reinforced by a portion of the main army. — Diodorus’ 
account has been generally supposed to be derived from Ephorus; and if so Ephorus 
must have been based on P; cf. pp. 135-7. 
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Xenophon on the other hand (Hell. iii. 4. 22-4 = Ages. 1. 30-33) gives quite a different 
colour to the engagement. The Persian infantry having been sent to Caria (cf. note on 
v. 13-6), only the cavalry, under an unnamed jyenov, were engaged, at first with the Greek 
cavalry and subsequently with the infantry, while Tissaphernes himself is stated to have 
been at the time in Sardis and not present during the fighting. That Xenophon is referring 
to the same battle as Diodorus, though that has been doubted, is practically certain, for 
in both accounts the fight results in the capture of the Persian camp with much booty, and 
it is difficult to believe that if there had been two important victories, Xenophon would have 
omitted one of them; cf. Meyer, Gesch. d. Alt. ii. p. 207. Xenophon’s account is followed 
in the main by Plutarch, Ages. 10, but with some variation in details (e.g. according to 
Plutarch Tissaphernes was present in the engagement, and Agesilaus’ attack is described 
somewhat differently), which are explained by Sachse (Die Quellen Plutarchs in der 
Lebensbeschreibung des Konigs Agestlaos, pp. 8-9) on the hypothesis that Plutarch was using 
Ephorus, who was based on Xenophon. If this view were accepted, it would follow 
that Diodorus’ account was not derived from Ephorus; but Sachse seems to us to 
overestimate the extent to which Plutarch in his Ages. has used Ephorus ; cf. xx. 37, note, 
and p. 126. Nepos (Ages. 3) also follows Xenophon, but Pausanias (cf. note on v. 13-6) 
supports Diodorus as to the presence of the Persian infantry. While Diodorus’ story 
stood almost alone, and might be explained as a comparatively late invention, historians 
have naturally preferred to believe Xenophon; but the case is now much altered, and 
the alternative version of Agesilaus’ victory found in P and Diodorus, which is clearly 
based on good evidence, has considerable claims to acceptance. The fact that Xenophon 
represents Tissaphernes as repeating in 395 the error which he had made with regard 
to Agesilaus’ plans in 396, and again sending his infantry to Caria where they were useless, 
is decidedly suspicious. 

60. The traces of the first letter of the line do not suit «. eis ria dacdv rémov (cf. Diod.) 
is therefore inadmissible. Diodorus gives the number of the orpar@ra as 1400 in all. 
Since it is quite uncertain whether [zev-], [éx-] or [ém-] occurred in the lacuna at the end of 
the line, we abstain-from inserting a number before ém\iras, especially as P and Diodorus 
differ elsewhere in respect of numbers; cf. iii. 23-6, note. 

vi. 2. Hevoxdéa: cf. Diod. 2. c. and Xen. Hell. iii. 4. 20, where it is stated that he was 
one of 30 Spartiates who came out with Herippidas in succession to of mepi Avoardpor in the 
winter of 396-5, and was appointed one of the two leaders of Agesilaus’ cavalry. 

3. In the lacuna the adigovres were no doubt specified: probably they were 
Agesilaus’ troops, €. g. of émi tis ovpayias (cf. Diodorus), rather than the wodéuioe ; cf. émecdy) 
riv pev evédpav mapnrdagev in Diodorus. Baddfovres also suits Agesilaus’ troops better than 
the enemy, although in the very similar account of the ambush against the Mysians in 
xix. 28 sqq. of 8€ ray ‘EAAnvey év| eSpev lovtes, as Hoav Kat’ aitovs, éexmndnoavres k.t.d., the subject 
of jav is the enemy. There is, however, this difference between the arrangements for the 
attack in the two cases, that in xix. 28 the troops employed for the ambush were left behind 
when the main army continued its forward march, whereas in the present instance, 
as appears not only from P’s account but more clearly from that of Diodorus, the ambush 
was laid on the line of march of the main army, which would thus have to pass it. 

4. [eis d€ Hv emovoay (cf. xix. 22) is due to Bury. 

5- aya jplépa{e: cf. Diod. and ris vuxr|ids| in v. 59 corresponding to vuerés in Diod. It 
would be possible to read a{mav ro o|rpc{re}[ua] .[..., but the other reading is preferable, 
though ro or|palre]u[ ua is very doubtful. 

8, énel.... .Juov: éme[Kadd]vov (Dittenberger) is not long enough ; éme[rdée'vov necessitates 
the alteration of avro’s to adrois, but cf. the error of case in 1. 18.  éme[deixv|vov atrovs 
is possible, but not very satisfactory. 
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vi. g. ardxz[ws: cf. Diod. 7. c. mpoomimrovres drdktws. 

21. é€axooiovs : Diodorus gives the number of the slain as 6000, which is no doubt an 
error, probably due to a corruption in the MSS. Cf. v. 13-6 and 60, notes. 

28-30. Cf. Diod. and v. 59, note. 

30 sqq. Diodorus (xiv. 80. 5) says only ’Aynothaos 8 émexeipnoe pev eis Tas dv@ carpareias, 
év S€ rois lepois od Suvdpevos KaddAtepjoa (cf. vi. 51-2) madw annyaye Thy Ovvapwy emi Aadatray, and 
omits altogether the autumn campaign of Agesilaus described in xviii. 33 sqq. Xenophon 
(Hell. iii. 4. 25) says nothing of the advance to the upper Maeander, but proceeds direct 
to the death of Tissaphernes and the negotiations with Tithraustes which led to 
Agesilaus’ departure into the satrapy of Pharnabazus. The details provided by P are 
therefore new. 

34. Bpvyiay wddw [riv] peyddyv: possibly P means to imply that this was the second 
invasion of Phrygia; cf. xx. 7 rv Xopay Toy | pluyov Ovk €is ny TOU TpoTEpov [6€p|ous eveBarev 
(i.e. in 396), Xen. Hell. iii. 4. 12-5 and Diodorus xiv. 79. 3, where the first campaign 
of Agesilaus in Phrygia is described. The campaign of 396, however, took place not 
in Phrygia Magna (i.e. the interior) which was in the satrapy of Tissaphernes, but in 
Phrygia mapabadarridios (cf. xxi. 17) in the satrapy of Pharnabazus; and though the order 
of the words cis Spuyiav médw [rjv| peydAny may be intended to express that wddw qualifies 
Spvyiav, but not ry peyddnv, a comparison with xx. 29 dduxduevos dé mddw mpds Tépdroy, 
where mddw seems to be used loosely for ‘ further’ and certainly does not imply a previous 
visit to Gordium, suggests that maw in vi. 34 merely qualifies sponyer, not Spvyiav. 

35- ouvreraypevous ... €v TO m[c]rBio : cf. v. 9, note, and Xen. Ages. 6. 7 dmdre ye pny 
mopevowto eidas Ore e€ein Tots modeulors payecOar ei BovAowTo ovrteTaypevoy fev OUTws YE TO 
oTpdrevpa K.T.A, 

39+ €}rn|kodolvGer micbev: a hiatus which can easily be avoided by placing emnxodovGec 
after atrév. For other instances of hiatus cf. i. 4, note. 

41. The lacuna after orpjaridy may be filled up by duayei (Wilamowitz) or jovyds. 

42. keltuevov by itself does not fill the lacuna; «ai may be inserted after it, but is 
superfluous, and ris] re [Avdias, though possible, is equally unsatisfactory. In the last five 
lines of this column, however, a blank space about three letters in width has been left 
in the middle of the lines owing to a roughness in the papyrus, and if this blank space 
extended as far as ]. 42 xe[uyevov]| would be sufficient. But since it tends to diminish in size 
in ll. 49-50, it is not very likely that it reached as far as ]. 42, though it seems to affect 1. 48, 
where the restoration; which is certain, gives only 16 letters in the lacuna in place of 20. 

44-7. Agesilaus no doubt followed the road taken by Cyrus; cf. Xen. Anaé. i. 2. 5-47 
Kipos d€ ... @pparo amd Sapdewr" Kai eEehavver dia trys Avdias oraOpods tTpeis Tapacdyyas etkoot Kat 
dvo0 émi tov Maiavdpov motausy ... Todrov diaBas e&edaiver dua Ppvyias . . . eis KoXooods 

. « &vredbev eLedavver orapods tpeis mapacdyyas eikoow eis Kedawds, ris Ppvyias ToAw oikoupévny, 
peyarny kai eddaipova, evtavOa Kipo Bacirera jv . . . ai dé myyai adrod (sc. the Maeander) ciow 
ék Tov Bagidelor. Ews apixovto mpéds in |. 44 was suggested by Wilamowitz, who proposes [ai 
followed by a second adjective (e.g. caddiorn) modus éoriv in 1. 46, with x[arapépera in |. 47. 
This verb is however much less suitable than ékdi8ow, and the lacuna in |. 47 may be filled 
up by «[ai followed by the name of another town (Wilamowitz suggests Mvodvra). The coast at 
the mouth of the Maeander has greatly altered since ancient times, and Priene is now far 
inland and some distance from the river. The papyrus confirms the reconstruction of the 
ancient course of the Maeander in Wiegand and Schrader, Priene, pp. 8 sqq. Cf. also note 
on vii. I-2. 

51-2. Cf. the extract from Diodorus quoted in 1. 30, note. 

vii, 1-2. Agesilaus seems to have marched down towards the coast along the right 
bank of the Maeander, which river at this time probably formed the boundary between 
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Lydia and Caria ; cf. the mention in 1. 3 of the Lydians in the plain of the Maeander with Strabo 
Xlli. p. 629 1 S€ Mecwyis cis 7d dvrixeimevov pépos Suarelver péxpe MuxdAns dd Kedawov ap&dpevov 
(cf. vi. 45), Ss hyot Oedmopmos, Sore ta pev adrod piyes karéxovar Ta mpds tais KeAawvais Kal rh 
*Amapeia, Ta 5€ Mucol kai Avdoi, ra 5€ Kapes kal”Iaves, ow d€ kal of rorapol kai pdduora 6 Maiavdpos, 
ta pev SuopiCortes rev eOvav x.r.A. Wilamowitz proposes «{ai Muaoi, Kapés te kal “Iwves in |. 4, 
and would regard vi. 44—-vii. 4 as the passage in Theopompus mentioned by Strabo. 
This restoration and identification however seem to us very doubtful, even if P is Theo- 
pompus ; for dré KeAavoy in vi. 45 apparently refers to the Maeander not to the Mesogis, 
about which Theopompus was speaking, and there is no room for anything corresponding 
to date Ta pév adrod Bpvyes... ’Amapeig. Hence we attach little weight to the general 
resemblance between vi. 44—vii. 4 and Strabo’s allusion to Theopompus as an argument for 
the identification of the latter author with P; cf. p..131. 

If our restoration of vii. 39-40 is correct, Agesilaus spent a period of inactivity at 
Magnesia. The extant fragments of P do not mention him again until xviii, 33, when he 
goes from Lydia northwards to the Hellespont ; but xviii. 37-8 show that our author had 
described his negotiations with Tithraustes, no doubt in the gap between Cols. viii and xi. 
The correctness of the position assigned to Fr. 4 is guaranteed (1) by internal evidence, 
since it clearly contains the transition from Agesilaus’ campaign to the arrangements for the 
removal of Tissaphernes, (2) by the suitable combination pad|Ao[» in Il. 9-10, (3) by the 
evidence of the recto, which has ends of lines at the right point, (4) by the colour and texture 
of the papyrus, which agree with those of Fr. 7, containing Col. viii. Frs. 21 and 22 also 
probably belong to Cols. vii or viii. 


Cols. vii. 4-viii. 42 = ch. VIII. Death of Trssaphernes. 


vii. 4 sqq. P now turns, like Xenophon and Diodorus, to the supersession of 
Tissaphernes by Tithraustes and the assassination of the former. Xenophon (/7e/1. iii. 4. 
253; cf. Ages. 1. 35) says merely yrods S€ kal airds 6 Lepoadv Baoiheds Trsoapépyny airov eivar 
Tod Kakas pépecOar Ta atTovd TiOpavorny kataméuwas dmoréuver advtov tv keadyy. Diodorus 
(xiv. 80. 6-8) is somewhat more detailed : ’Apraepéns 8€ 6 rhs ’Acias Bacided’s Ta Te €XaTT@paTa 
muOdpevos Kat Katoppwdady tov mpos Tovs “EAAnvas médepov Se opyns elye Tov Ticoapepyny . . . Kal 
tnd ths pntpos dé Mapvadridos Av n&opevos tryswpnoacba tov Tisocapépryyv . . . Kataotioas oby 
TiOpavorny nyeusva tott@ pev mapyyyede cvAdapBdvew Tiooahépynv, mpos Se tas odes Kal Tovs 
catpdnas erepev émtorodds Omws Tavtes ToUT@ Toor TO mpootaTrépevov, 6 S€ TiOpavarns 
mapayevopevos eis Kodoooas ris Ppvyias ovvédaBe tov Ticoadépyny Sid Tivos *Apiatov carpdrov 
Novdpevov Kai thy Kehadryv amoxd as améoreke mpds tov Baowéa. A fuller account of the 
methods employed by Tithraustes and Ariaeus to accomplish their object is found in 
Polyaenus, S/raé. vii. 16. The account in P, which is unfinished at the end of Col. viii, was 
much longer still ; and although in the scanty remains of Cols. vii and viii only the general 
outline of the story can be perceived, the agreement with Diodorus and Polyaenus is clear, 
and the accounts of both those writers are no doubt derived directly or indirectly from 
P. vii. 4-20 probably describe the complaints against Tissaphernes and the king’s resolve to 
get rid of him. In vii. 21 sqq. we have the departure of Tithraustes and appointment 
of Ariaeus, in vii. 35 sqq. the message sent by Ariaeus to Tissaphernes at Sardis to induce 
him to come to Colossae, in viii. 20 sqq. the arrival of Tissaphernes with a bodyguard at 
Colossae, and his arrest while bathing at Ariaeus’ house. It is clear that P directly connects 
Tissaphernes’ fall with his want of success in the campaign round Sardis, as also in our 
opinion does Xenophon, in spite of Beloch’s objection (Gr. Gesch. ii. p. 148) ; and it is notice- 
able that in vii. 4 sqq. there is nothing to suggest that Conon was concerned. According to 
Nepos, Conon 3, the supersession of Tissaphernes was the consequence of the representations 
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of Conon, who was sent by Pharnabazus to the king to accuse Tissaphernes, and both 
Meyer (Gesch. d. Alt. ii. 209) and Beloch (/. ¢.) accept Nepos’ story and adopt the date for 
Conon’s visit implied by him and Pausanias iii. 9. 2 (the winter of 396-5) in preference to 
that of Diodorus, who (xiv. 81. 4) places this event between the revolt of Rhodes and the battle 
of Cnidus, i.e. in the winter of 395-4, after Tissaphernes’ death. But that P supported 
Diodorus’ date admits of little doubt, for it is very improbable that Conon had an interview 
with the king himself before his visit to Tithraustes narrated in xv. 32 sqq., and in Justin 
vi. 1. 11-2 Conon’s visit to the king is mentioned after the mutiny, which is now known 
from xvi. 29 sqq. to have taken place in the late summer or autumn of 395. Diodorus’ date 
for Conon’s mission is therefore preferable, as Meyer now admits; the motive was not the 
removal of Tissaphernes, but, as Diodorus says, the need of money for the fleet and the 
appointment of Pharnabazus as commander-in-chief. 

vii. 15. Jawap[: there is possibly a reference to Artaxerxes’ mother Parysatis; cf. 
Diod. Jc. 

16. That Fr. 5 containing (as we suppose) parts of Il. 16-24 belongs to Col. vii is 
practically certain, not only from internal evidence (e.g. the mentions of émorjoAds and 
Ti]oca¢[€ |pyn[.), but on account of the recto, which contains ends of lines like Fr. 4 (cf. note 
on vii. 1-2) and resembles the recto of both the other portions of Col. vii and Fr. 7, con- 
taining Col. viii, in having some white stains on the surface. The supposed junction in 1. 18 is, 
however, not very satisfactory: for the vestiges at the beginning of the third line of Fr. 5 
which, if our arrangement is correct, represent the second half of the v of opodoyour, would 
suit better, and in 1. 22 we should expect ras émor]odds, for which there is no room. 
Perhaps therefore Fr. 5 should be placed further to the right and nearer to the ends of 
ll. 16-24 or even lower down in the same column. 

17. If Fr. 5 is rightly placed, xarny[op}a[.] is inadmissible, for the tail of the p ought to 
be visible, and the vestiges before a do not suit «. 

19. Perhaps za{[p|ov. 

21-5. Cf. Diod. 7c. and Polyaen. vii. 16. 1 ’Apragéépfns émi rv Trooahepvous ovdrnyuv 
caterepwe TiOpavaorny dvo0 émotodas Kopifovta tiv pév mpos adrov rept Tov moAEu“oU TOU mpds Tovs 
"EdAnvas emitpér@v alto Ta mavra, Thy dé mpds "Aptatoy drs av’rov cvdAdAaGBor pera TiOpavarov. és in 
]. 21 refers to Tithraustes. For émor]odds cf. viii. 18 and 36. pa in 1. 23 is very likely 
ra]|pa, but though the supposed « (or 7) after the lacuna might conceivably be a, there is not 
room for [BacwWéw]s. Me.[. .Jacov in 1, 24 is probably a proper name, perhaps that of another 
general ; cf. mpds dé ras médeus Kat rods catpdmas in Diod, The second letter, if not «, may 
be a or 0; with o, the third letter must be r. The word preceding may be én{éupar]o. 
avn]AaBeiv éxei[vov (cf. Polyaen.) suggests itself in ]. 25, but the doubtful letter after exe suits 
v or A (éxeAfevoe ?) somewhat better than «. 

30-2. The ends of these lines, which are on Fr. 7, may be shifted one line higher 
up, but cf. the next note. 

35- At the end of the line it is not certain whether the supposed 0, which is on Fr. 7, 
belongs to ll. 34 or 35. But the last letter of 1. 34 must be a, which does not suit the 
vestiges of this letter. 

36-41. Tissaphernes was at Sardis according to Polyaenus, 2. c. rd pév otparémedov 
karedirey €v Zdpdeow: hence the army at Magnesia (1. 40) was probably that of Agesilaus, 
who would pass that place on his way down the Maeander to the coast (cf. ll. 1-2, note), 
and ll. 36-41 seem to refer to Ariaeus’ message to Tissaphernes, corresponding to Polyaen. 
Kadet Ticoadepyny as duod Bovdevoacba Séor td te GAda Kal mept tov “EhAnvev. That Fr. 6 
belongs to this column is practically certain on account of the recto, which like that of 
Fr. 5, has ends of lines and white stains on the surface; cf. notes on ll. 1-2 and 16. We 
have assigned it to ll. 35-41 on account of the suitable combination ri[v] carpamio[y in 1. 39. 
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The resulting combination May»[n]o[iJav in 1. 40 is, however, not very satisfactory. The 
vestige of the supposed « would suit y, 7, or r better, and the traces of the supposed av are 
compatible with many alternatives. Hence Fr. 6 may well belong to some other part 
of Col. vii, 

37- |. pea. [: possibly ] ’Apea{, but the vestiges before p do not suit a very well. 

viii. 3. That Fr. 7, which contains this column, is correctly placed admits of no doubt ; 
for although the ends of a few lines of the preceding column preserved in it do not provide any 
certain combination with the rest of Col. vii, the mentions of Ariaeus, Tithraustes, and Tissa- 
phernes and of the émoroda/ establish its near connexion with Col. vii, and the texture and 
colour of Fr. 7 closely resemble those of Fr. 4, while the white stains found on the recto of 
both Frs. 5 and 6 and the rest of Col. vii are also present on the recto of Fr. 7. 
The writing on the recto is here too much effaced to allow a combination between the 
middles of lines on the recto of Fr. 7 and the scanty remains of ends of lines on 
Frs. 4-6. 

6. ra is no doubt the termination of a numeral, e. g. émrd or rpidkovra, 

18, émorodd|s: cf. 1. 36, Diod. 2 ¢., and the extract from Polyaen. quoted in vii. 21-5, 
note. 

21. Mariot : cf. Polyaen. /. c. airés 8€ pera ray Aoyddwv ’Apkddav kat Manolov adixdpevos, 

23. For Kal |rijpev eis cf, xviii. 38, note. 

26. Siar piBolv ; Oi, Soe TIT diarpiBol v| d€ mapa rp PapvaBatm and Polyaen. /.c. év ’Aptaiov 
Katé\vev, * 

27-30. Cf. Polyaen. l.c. #5n d€ mepi Aourpoy Eywv roy dxwakny dméOero Aptatos pera tav 
Ocpareuvtnpov ovvapndoas aitov Kabeip£as eis dppdyagav xateppapperny Gyew TiOpavotn mapédaxer, 
voy in |, 28 is very likely the termination of Novdpevoy (cf. Diod.) or yuprdr, 


Cols. ix-x = ch. IX. 


ix. 16 sqq. Whether Cols. ix—x precede or follow v—viii is quite uncertain ; cf, p. 113. 
Frs. 8 and g are assigned to Col. ix owing to the similarity of the script, which is here 
somewhat smaller than usual, and the colour of the ink, which is exceptionally black; 
but there is nothing to show whether they should be placed above or below Il. 16-20. 
Fr. 33 also may belong to this column. The reference to Macedonia in I. 29 is remarkable ; 
cf. Fr. 19. 8, note. In Col. x the ink is fainter and the writing much less compact. The 
subject there seems to be a favourable character-sketch of some important general or politician, 
but the fragments are unfortunately not sufficiently intelligible to allow of his identity being 
determined, 

X. 5. emerndevuar[ cannot be read. 

16. The first letter of the line may be a, o, or w, but hardly ¢; érépovs "ENA}y[vas is 
therefore unsuitable. 

17. Perhaps pasa 

18. [#Jo[v]x(Jav or [<}r[v]x[(Jay (but not [vJavfap]yiav) may be read. If not o or r, the 
second letter must be y or The line may have ended z[ois mpdypacr paiverar, as Wilamowitz 
suggests, 

19. olf mAciorot is hardly long enough. 

21, dnfuolring r... or dn[polrixorep[o]s or[ or Sqyorixoraros z[ is possible, 


Col. xi. 1-34 = ch. X. Revolution at Rhodes. 


*, , . every day Conon used to review the soldiers under arms in the harbour, on 
the pretext of preventing idleness from causing them to deteriorate in war, but really 
wishing first to render the Rhodians tranquil at the spectacle of his soldiers present under 
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arms and then to take action. When he had accustomed them all to the sight of the review 
he himself with 20 triremes sailed away to Caunus, as he did not wish to be present 
at the destruction of the Diagoreans, and Hieronymus and Nicophemus, his lieutenants, 
were ordered to take charge. These two waited during that day, and when on the next 
day the soldiers presented themselves for review as usual, marched some of them under 
‘arms to the harbour, and stationed others a little distance from the market-place. When 
the Rhodians who were privy to the plot considered the moment for action had come, 
they collected in the market-place wearing daggers, and one of their number, Dorimachus, 
mounting the stone from which the herald used to make proclamations, cried out as 
loudly as he could “ Down with the tyrants at once, fellow-citizens”. The rest when he 
called for help (?) rushed with their daggers into the council of the magistrates, and killed 
both the Diagoreans and eleven of the other citizens. Having accomplished this, they 
collected the Rhodian populace in an assembly, and when they had just met Conon 
returned from Caunus with the triremes. The authors of the massacre put down the 
existing constitution and set up a democracy, sending a few citizens into banishment. 
Such was the result of the insurrection at Rhodes.’ 


xi. 1. The revolt of Rhodes from the Spartans is ignored by Xenophon, but mentioned 
by Diodorus xiv. 79. 6 (cf. iii. 23-6, note) and Androtion, ap. Paus. vi. 7. 6 ‘Podiav re Tov 
Shuov mevcbevta iad tod Kédvevos awd Aaxedaipovioy peraBarécbar odas es tiv Baowées kat 
’"AOnvaiov cvppaxiav. That the revolt was connected with a change of constitution was 
clear (cf. Xen. Hell. iv. 8. 20, where the exiled Rhodian oligarchs appeal to Sparta in 
391), but it now for the first time appears that the two events were not contemporaneous. 
In the interval the government was in the hands of one of the leading families (cf. 1. 25, 
note), and Conon’s fleet had already been admitted to the harbour before the democratic 
rising took place. Conon, though supporting the conspirators, took no active part in their 
proceedings, preferring to be absent at the critical moment. The date of the insurrection 
is fixed by xi. 34 as the summer of 395; the expulsion of the Spartans must have occurred 
in the winter of 396-5, if not earlier still; cf. iii. 23-6, note. 

3-8. mpopacr(spevos pep, mapacke|vdoas Hovxous in |. 5, drav in 1. 6, ered) ovv7jOn éroll noev| 
in ]. 7 and atros peév in ]. 8 were suggested by Wilamowitz. We prefer ézei 5¢ to émevdy, since 
a connecting particle is required between the two main verbs eénr[age in 1. 2 and é&emdev[oen 
in 1. g, and é¢ in 1]. 5 only balances the preceding yé|v. A somewhat different sense, which 
seems less appropriate, is given to the passage if, abandoning mpopace(dpevos pély and placing 
a full-stop after wéAcuov in |. 4, we restore mapacke| vdfew mpobdpous| tods “Podious [eav tS@ow. . 
emxetpeliv, det pavepoy a}racw érrod eiro | épav tov e€eralopdr' erecta ci |kooe K.T.A. abrovs tapdviras 
in ]. 6is due to Niese. The lacunae at the beginnings of ll. 6-7 ought not to contain more 
than four letters, and perhaps edv should be substituted for érav, while in], 7 ta may have 
been omitted by mistake. 

9. For «is Katvoy cf. 1. 29 &« Kavvov. Conon, having been admitted to Rhodes by the 
ruling oligarchs, was probably unwilling to be compromised by the action of the con- 
spirators, and wished that the revolution should appear to be spontaneous. 

10. ray Avayopeiwly : cf. 1. 25. The Diagoreans (cf. Aeschin. £9. 4. 4) or Diagoridae 
were an illustrious Rhodian family descended from Damagetus, king of Ialysus, and 
renowned for their athletic prowess; cf. Paus. iv. 24. 5 and vi. 7. 1-4. Diagoras himself 
won the boxing contest at Olympia in 464, the victory being celebrated by Pindar in 
Ol. vii, and his sons Acusilaus, Dorieus, and Damagetus, and grandsons, Eucles and 
Pisirhodus, were all famous athletes, especially Dorieus, who became the leader of the 
anti-Athenian party at Rhodes. Condemned to death with his kindred by the Athenians, 
he escaped to Thurii, and after fighting for some years on the Spartan side was taken 
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prisoner in 407, but released (Xen. Hell. i. 5.19). According to Androtion, ap. Paus. 
vi. 7. 6, when the revolt of Rhodes from Sparta with which we are concerned took place, 
Dorieus was near the Peloponnese, and was arrested and put to death by the Spartans, 
whose conduct is now much more intelligible in view of the fact that the Diagoridae had 
clearly taken the lead in expelling the Spartan harmosts. 

10-1. The Athenians Hieronymus and Nicophemus are known as Conon’s chief 
lieutenants from Diod. xiv. 81. 4, where they are left in charge of the fleet when Conon goes 
to visit the Persian king. Nuxéqnpos is there called Nixédnpos, but Xenophon (Hé//. iv. 8. 8) 
and Lysias (xix. 7) agree with P as to the form of the name. Concerning Hieronymus, 
Harpocration (s, UV.) SayS GA Te pynpovetovaw Kai”Edopos ev rh dySbn Kai Sexdty Kai ev TH 
evitn kat dexdty, but as he must have been mentioned in any detailed history of the 
naval war, this statement provides no argument for identifying P with Ephorus; 
Cla pe. 520. 

12. malpedpos was suggested by Dittenberger. 

20, ai7év has no construction and something has dropped out, probably rs or a word 
meaning ‘leader’. 

22. [t\oper, & dvdpes, epy, modira, «.7.A. This is the only speech in the papyrus; cf. 
p. 123. The position of épy between dvdpes and modira: instead of after twpev is due to the 
desire to avoid hiatus; cf. ii. 34, note. 

23-4. For such an accusative as ri Bonbeay after Bonoartos there is no near parallel, 
but [8o|j@eay seems inevitable, and the phrase is so easily intelligible that we prefer to 
regard the expression as one peculiar to our author rather than to treat it as corrupt ; 
Chop. E24. 

26. &dexa: the moderation of the victorious democrats is noticeable (cf. twas ddiyous 
in 1. 32), and was clearly appreciated by our author, who here shows no trace of the 
aristocratic bias sometimes discernible ; cf. i. 33, note, and pp. 122-3. 


Cols. xi. 34-xii. 31 = ch. XI. Constitution of Boeotia. 


‘In this summer the Boeotians and Phocians went to war. Their enmity was chiefly 
caused by a party at Thebes; for not many years previously the Boeotians had entered 
into a state of discord. The condition of Boeotia at that time was as follows. ‘There 
were then appointed in each of the cities four boulai, of which not all the citizens were 
allowed to become members, but only those who possessed a certain amount of money ; 
of these boulai each one in turn held a preliminary sitting and deliberation about matters of 
policy, and made proposals to the other three, and a resolution adopted by all became 
valid. Their individual affairs they continued to manage in that fashion, while the arrange- 
ment of the Boeotian league was this. The whole population of the country was divided 
into eleven units, and each of these provided one Boeotarch, as follows. The Thebans 
contributed four, two for the city and two for Plataea, Scolus, Erythrae, Scaphae, and 
the other towns which formerly were members of one state with the Plataeans, but at 
that time were subject to Thebes. Two Boeotarchs were provided by the inhabitants of 
Orchomenus and Hysiae, and two by the inhabitants of Thespiae with Eutresis and 
Thisbae, one by the inhabitants of Tanagra, and another by the inhabitants of Haliartus, 
Lebadea, and Coronea, each of these cities sending him in turn; in the same way one 
came from Acraephium, Copae, and Chaeronea. Such was the proportion in which the 
chief magistrates were appointed by the different units, which also provided sixty bouleutae 
for every Boeotarch, and themselves defrayed their daily expenses. Each unit was, more- 
over, under the obligation to supply a corps of approximately a thousand hoplites and 
a hundred horsemen. ‘To speak generally, it was in proportion to the distribution of their 
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magistrates that they enjoyed the privileges of the league, made their contributions, sent 
judges, and took part in everything whether good or bad. ‘The nation then as a whole 
had this form of polity, and the general assemblies of the Boeotians used to meet in the 
Cadmea.’ 


xi. 38 sqq. This digression on the constitution of Boeotia in 395, which is somewhat 
irrelevant to the account of the factions at Thebes, and still more so to the war between 
Boeotia and Phocis, is the most valuable section of the papyrus, and disposes of several 
long debated problems, First, as to the four BovAai; these were only known from Thuc. v. 
38. 2 of Bowrdpyat éxoivwoay trais téocapor Bovdais Tov Bowwtav tadra aimep dav TO KUpos €xouTe 
kal mapyvouy yevérOar dpkous tais médeow Goat Bovdovrat én’ aperia ohiot Evvopviva, and their 
relation to each other was uncertain, it being often supposed that the four Bovdai corresponded 
to four different districts. The present passage shows that Kohler (Sz/zungsber. d. Berl. Akad. 
1895, Pp. 455-6) was fully justified in connecting them with the four Bovdai which the 
Athenian oligarchs in 411 proposed to institute «’s tov péAdovra xpdvov (Arist. Ath. Pol. 30), 
and each of which was to consist of 100 persons and to hold office for a year in turn; and 
his conjecture that in the case of important matters, such as treaties, the four Boeotian SuvAat 
sat together is now completely established. The present passage, however, brings out a new 
fact of considerable value, that the four BovAai were not councils of the Boeotian league as 
a whole, but existed in each of the separate states which formed the federation. Thucydides’ 
expression rais réocapax BovAais rév Bowwrav is therefore somewhat misleading, since the natural 
supposition is that he meant Bovdai of the league. There was indeed, in addition to the four 
Bovdai in the individual states, one federal BovAn for Boeotia (cf. xiii. 12), which met in the 
Cadmea and consisted of 660 members, contributed by the several states in the proportion 
of sixty BovAevrai for each Boeotarch, but it is clear that Thucydides is not referring to this ; 
and that the state Bovdai, not the federal Bovdn, possessed the supreme authority is indicated 
by the greater prominence given in P’s account to the former, as well as by Thucydides’ 
words aimep dav 76 xipos éxovor, and the circumstance that the treaty in question provisionally 
made by the Boeotarchs depended for validity on the consent of each individual state, not 
on a resolution of the federal council. For membership of the state boulai there was 
a property qualification, so that the numbers of the ruling oligarchies must have varied in 
the different states, of which there were at least ten (v. 27). 

Secondly, as to the number of the Boeotarchs, Thuc. iv. 91 mentions eleven in B.c. 424 
Tov Gddwv Borwrapxav of eiow Evdexa ov Evverraivotvrar pdyeOat . . . Waydvdas 6 Aiodddou Botwrapyav 
ék OnBdv per’ ’AptavOidov rod Avowpayidou «.7.A. : but it was formerly disputed whether or not the 
figure eleven included the two Theban Boeotarchs. A strong reason for supposing eleven 
to be the whole number of the Boeotarchs was supplied by Poppo (i. 2, p. 292), namely 
that if of etow évdexa referred to rév d\A@y Bowrapyév exclusive of the Thebans #eay not eioiv 
should have been written. The number eleven has also been disputed by Wilamowitz (Hermes, 
viii. p. 440), who wished to alter it to seven, corresponding to the seven Boeotian states mentioned 
in Thue. iv. 93, a change which has been supported on other grounds and widely accepted 
e.g. by Cauer, Pauly-Wissowa, Real-Encyci. iii. p.647. Eleven is however the total number 
of the Boeotarchs in P (xii, 11-20), so that the correctness of the figure in Thuc. iv. gt is 
vindicated beyond dispute. It is also noteworthy that P uses dpyey merely as a synonym 
for Boeotarch, and says nothing about an archon of the whole league ; this officer therefore, 
who first appears in third century B.c. inscriptions, is not to be identified with one of the 
Theban Boeotarchs, as was suggested by Wilamowitz, /. c., still less to be regarded with 
Freeman (List. of Federal Gov. i. p. 128) as the most ancient official of the league, 

Thirdly, with regard to the members of the league, in 424 seven of them, Thebes, 
Haliartus, Coronea, Copae, Thespiae, Tanagra, and Orchomenus were known from 
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Thucydides’ account (iv. 93) of the battle of Delium. P now gives the complete list, adding 
the names of, firstly, Acraephium and Lebadea, which Thucydides there referred to in the 
expression kal of GXou of wept Hv Aiwyn», and secondly Chaeronea, which in 424 was not 
yet independent (cf. xii. 14, note), and also provides some information about towns which were 
subordinate to the sovereign members of the league. What is still more important, we now 
for the first time learn the proportion in which the eleven Boeotarchs were distributed among 
the various states. Formerly all that was known was that Thebes at the time of the 
Peloponnesian war had at least two Boeotarchs and probably no more (Thue. ii. 2, iv. 91). 
It now appears that Boeotia as a whole was divided into eleven pépy or units, each of which 
provided one Boeotarch and sixty members of the federal Bovdy, 1000 hoplites and 100 cavalry, 
and that these pépn were distributed among the sovereign states not evenly, but in widely 
varying proportions according to their relative importance. Thus four pépy were assigned to 
the Thebans, though only two of them belonged strictly to the city (cf. xii. 12-3, note), two 
to Orchomenus, two to Thespiae, one to Tanagra, one jointly to Haliartus, Lebadea, and 
Coronea, who appointed the Boeotarch in turn, and similarly one jointly to Acraephium, 
Copae, and Chaeronea. These units also provided a basis for calculating both the 
contributions paid by the states for the federal taxes, the number of judges sent to the 
federal courts, and for defining in general the rights and duties of the individual states where 
common action was required (xii. 25-8). 

The constitution of Boeotia in 395, which P directly contrasts with the conditions 
existing in his own day by réze in xi. 38-9 and the use of the past tense throughout, lasted until 
387, when at the peace of Antalcidas the Thebans were unwillingly compelled to reconstitute 
the league, and even quite small Boeotian towns received complete autonomy ; cf. Xen. Hell. 
v. I, 32-6, whose statements are confirmed by the evidence of the coins. Besides the 
ten sovereign states mentioned by P, except Acraephium (unless the coin from Acraephium 
ascribed by Head, Corns of Central Greece, p. 44, to 456-447 really belongs to 387-374, in 
which case the exception disappears), Plataea, Pharae, Mycalessus, and perhaps some other 
towns of which the names are uncertain are thought to have had coinages of their own from 
387-374 (Head, of. cz. p. xli) On the other hand the beginning of the period to which 
this constitution in the main applies may be placed at 447-6, when the Athenians were 
driven out of Boeotia and the league reconstituted under the hegemony of Thebes, which 
appears to have been the only Boeotian city to issue coinage between 446 and 387 (Head, 
op. ctt. pp. Xxxix-xl). Some changes, however, must have taken place between that year 
and 395 with regard to the states belonging to the league. Chaeronea was in 424 still 
subject to Orchomenus (Thuc. iv. 76. 3, cf. Hellanicus Fr. 49): it was no doubt made 
independent soon afterwards by the Thebans in order to weaken their ancient and most 
formidable rival. Plataea, which during the period of alliance with Athens had stood 
outside the league, did not rejoin it until 427, and that before that year two additional 
Boeotarchs were appointed by the Thebans besides the two who represented Thebes itself 
is not likely; cf. xii. 12-3, note. Before 447 the league had probably been in abeyance 
during the ten years in which Athenian influence was predominant, and even from 
480 to the battle of Oenophyta Thebes did not occupy the commanding position in 
Boeotia which she had held previously. From 480-456 the coins of only Thebes, Tanagra, 
and Orchomenus are known (Head, of. cz/. p. xxxvili), and from 550-480 the members 
of the league were somewhat different from those in 395. The numismatic evidence 
of that period (Head, of. cif. p. xxxvii) indicates seven cities issuing coins with the league- 
symbol, Acraephium, Coronea, Haliartus, Mycalessus (? ; no coin of Mycalessus is ascribed to 
this period on p. 51), Pharae, Tanagra, and Thebes, besides Orchomenus which apparently 
did not adopt that symbol on its coinage before 387, a circumstance of which the importance 
has, we think, been over-estimated ; cf, xii. 16, note. 


Q 
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39. The space between ando of rore was, we suppose, left blank owing to a roughness 
in the papyrus. 

xii. 1-3. Cf. Thuc. iii. 62. 3, where in 428 the Theban orator contrasts the duvacreia 
érlyev dvdpev which existed at the time of the Persian war with the odvyapxia iodvopos of Thebes 
in his own day. ae 

4. mpox|abnuérn, if correct, is employed in an unusual sense, referring to a preliminary 
sitting. Generally the word means ‘presiding over’, ida kaéypevy is too long and would 
cause a hiatus. 

10, Bowwrapxov: so in |, 22, but in ]. 15 Bowwrapyas, 

12-3. Scolus, Erythrae, and Scaphae were towns in the Parasopia east of Plataea and 
Hysiae, between the Asopus and Mount Cithaeron. Scaphae is called 2xdppn by Strabo 
(ix. 2. 24), who states that its earlier name was ’Erewvds, and confirms the connexion of 
these three places with Plataea, rods Hapacenious ... dmavtas 8 ind OnBaiors bvras (€repor & 
€v rj Wraraéwv gaol rév te kadov kai Tov ’Erewvoy kai tas EpvOpas). Pausanias also speaks 
of Erythrae (ix. 2. 1) and Scolus (ix. 4. 4) as belonging to 4 TWharads, remarking in 
connexion with the latter dzoxpiver dé Kai viv ére do Tis OnBaiwy tHv IAarauda 6’Acwnds. It 
is thus clear that in much later times the boundary between the land of Plataea and Thebes 
was the same as it had been in the period which P calls vaguely mpdrepov, contrasting 
it with rére, i.e. 395. The question when these three towns became tributary to Thebes 
raises a difficult problem. The most natural interpretation of this passage taken by itself 
would be that Scolus, Erythrae, and Scaphae were traditionally united to Plataea, and only 
became subject to Thebes when that city rejoined the Boeotian confederacy on its capture 
in 427. A necessary corollary of this view would be that the right to appoint two extra 
Boeotarchs was only obtained by the Thebans after the fall of Plataea; before 427 the 
number of the Boeotarchs would be nine, not eleven. To this inference there is no 
particular objection, for eleven as the number of the Boeotarchs is not attested before the 
battle of Delium in 424, and in the scanty evidence hitherto available concerning the 
boundaries of the T\aravis in the fifth century, there is nothing definite to show that Scolus, 
Erythrae, and Scaphae had ceased to be united with Plataea in the fifty years before 427. In 
519 the Athenians made the Asopus the boundary between Thebes on the one hand and 
Plataea and Hysiae on the other (Hdt. vi. 108), and in 507, when Hysiae and Oenoé were 
captured by the Boeotians, both places are called by Herodotus (v. 74) 8ipous rods éaxdrovs 
tis *Artexys, though whether Hysiae really belonged to Attica rather than to Plataea is doubtful. 
In 479 Scolus is indeed mentioned in Hdt. ix. 15 as being ev y7 19 OnBaiwv, and Erythrae 
and Hysiae, which occur later on in the same chapter, also seem to be Theban and outside the 
Tharais. But, even if Herodotus is correct on this point, which is by no means 
certain, after the battle of Plataea the territory of the Plataeans may have been 
increased at the expense of Thebes, and at any rate during the period of the Athenian 
predominance in Boeotia, it is unlikely that Thebes possessed any territory south of the 
Asopus. After the battle of Coronea according to Thuc. i. 113 tv Bowriav e&édurrov AGnvaior 
nacav, but whether the Plataeans suffered a diminution of their land is not known. Oenoé in 
431 was on the frontier of Attica and Boeotia (Thue. ii. 18) and Erythrae and Hysiae, 
mentioned by Thuc. iii. 24 in connexion with the flight of the Plataeans to Athens, are 
called by the scholiast ad loc, dijo. Bowwrias and have generally been regarded as not 
belonging to the Waaraus; but since Plataea even when allied to Athens continued to be 
included in Boeotia, this evidence is not irreconcilable with the view that the Plataeans 
retained the south bank of the Asopus after 447 until the Peloponnesian war. An 
important fresh piece of evidence is provided by xiii. 23-8, where Erythrae, Scaphae, 
and Scolus occur in a list of Boeotian towns from which the inhabitants, owing to fear 
of an Athenian invasion, moved to Thebes. The date and circumstances of the removal 


842. THEOPOMPUS (OR CrATIP RUS); MEELENICA 227 


are not very clear (cf. note ad Joc.), but it took place probably about 431; and Erythrae, 
Scaphae and Scolus, although coupled with three undoubtedly Theban towns, Aulis, 
Schoenus and Potniae, were, we think, dependent upon Plataea when the transference of 
the population occurred. For if Erythrae, Scaphae and Scolus were already in 431 
separated from Plataea and joined to Thebes, it is very difficult to see what period is meant 
by mpérepov in |. 13. 

In any case, whatever may have been the relations of those three towns to Plataea and 
Thebes in the fifth century, three such unimportant places as Erythrae, Scolus and Scaphae 
cannot have returned two Boeotarchs by themselves apart from Plataea, so that the Thebans 
are not likely to have appointed more than two Boeotarchs until the fall of Plataea in 
427; and on the other hand it is clear from the agreement between P and Thuc. iv. gt 
as to the total number of the Boeotarchs (eleven), that from 4247 onwards they appointed 
four. Hence the manifest indication in Thuc. iv. 91 (cf. p. 224), that only two out of the 
eleven were ek 6nBdv in 424 is to be regarded as implying not an increase in the representation 
of Thebes between 424 and 395, but a difference in status and mode of election between 
the two representatives of ‘hebes itself and the other two, who were, as Thucydides 
shows, not é« On8év, and may well, as Dittenberger suggested, have been citizens of 
Plataea and the three dependent towns. 

14. ovrtedovvray ; this is the technical term for indicating the dependence of the lesser 
Boeotian towns on the sovereign states; cf. Thuc. iv. 76. 3 Xaipdveray } és "Opxopevdy . 
éuvredei and Paus. ix. 3. 6 ray 6€ rokiopdrav drdca éoriv éXdavovos Adyou TurTédevay alpodvrat. 

16. ‘Opxopénor: Orchomenus, the ancient and most serious rival of Thebes, issued its 
own coinage without the league-symbol in the sixth century and in the first half of the fifth. 
No coins of the city are ascribed to the period 456-387, and the league-symbol does not 
make its appearance on the coins of Orchomenus till 387-74, though many of the types of 
that period are without it and have the traditional corn-grain of the city. On the strength 
of the numismatic evidence, and in particular the absence of the league-symbol, it has been 
supposed that prior to 447 Orchomenus was not a member of the federation, or at any rate 
was not closely connected with it (Head, of, cz/. p. xxxvii; cf. Cauer, af. Pauly-Wissowa, 
Real-Encl. iii. p. 645) ; but that Orchomenus should have remained outside the league for so 
long is not very likely, and the importance attached to the absence of the league-symbol 
from its coinage prior to 387 seems to us exaggerated, especially as the symbol is not always 
found on the coins of Orchomenus from 387-74. 

‘Youaiot: this, as Wilamowitz remarked, cannot refer to Hysiae near Plataea, but must 
mean the inhabitants of “Yyrros on Lake Copais, east of Orchomenus, It is, however, we 
think, not necessary to alter the text to ‘Ynr7v0, as he proposes. ‘Yovaio here probably indicates 
a real variation in the form of the name; cf. the ancient identification of Hysiae with Hyria 
mentioned by Strabo ix. 2.12. Of Hyettus and its neighbour Olmones Pausanias (ix. 24. 3) 
SayS K@pat viv re ovoa Kal evOds €& apyijs poipas dé (€uot Soxeiv) ths "Opxouevias cioi . . .; but 
the first statement is inexact, for Hyettus appears as an independent dds in inscriptions of 
the third century s.c. In 395, however, it was probably, as Meyer suggests, dependent 
upon Orchomenus in the same way as Thisbe and Eutresis were subordinate to Thespiae. 

Gcomcis ody Etrpnoet kai OloBars: that Thespiae had two Boeotarchs is not surprising in 
view of its extensive territory at this period ; cf. Thue. iv. 76. 3, where 3ipa on the Corinthian 
Gulf belongs to it. For Eutresis cf. Strabo ix. 2, 28 Etrpnow ,. . Kwpiov Ocomew, Thisbe 
as well as Corsiae, a town further west, became independent in the third century B.c., as 1s 
shown by inscriptions, 

17. va dé Tavaypaiov: in later times the territory of Tanagra was very extensive, 
including Eleon, Harma, Mycalessus, and Pharae (Strabo ix. 2. 14, Pausan. ix. 19. 4), Aulis 
(Strabo ix. 2. 8, Pausan. ix. 19. 8), and Hyria (Strabo ix. 2, 12); but, as Meyer observes, 
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the fact that Tanagra in 395 had only one Boeotarch indicates that it was then much less 
important, and probably most or even all of those six places at that time belonged to 
Thebes. Head (Coins of Central Greece, p. xxxviii) thinks that in 480-456 Tanagra 
aspired to the hegemony of the league, because it was the only town which struck coins in 
the name of the Boeotians as a whole; but this seems to us a very doubtful inference 
(Cauer /. c. wrongly states that Tanagra issued coins of its own in this period, and hence 
erroneously regards Tanagra as standing outside the league). That Aulis was Theban 
in B.c. 431 is made probable by xiii. 25, where it is mentioned together with Schoenus 
and Potniae, which were undoubtedly Theban; and of Hyria Strabo (/. c.) expressly says 
that it was formerly in the Thebais, while Pharae and Mycalessus, which were independent 
both before 480 and after 387, are much more likely to have belonged to Thebes than 
to Tanagra in the intervening period. Delium therefore seems to have been the only 
place of much importance belonging to Tanagra in 395; cf. Thuc. iv. 76, Strabo ix. 2. 7, 
Pausan. ix. 20. 1. 

xii. 17-20. On the six minor states divided into two groups with one Boeotarch to 
each group cf. pp. 224-5. 

20. "Akpapviov : the spelling of this name is subject to many variations. P’s form 
*Axpaipuov has hitherto been found only in Pausan. ix. 23. 5, 24. 1. Inscriptions and the 
older literature have only forms without the v, 7 ’Axpaupia, ro ’Axpaidior, ra ’Axpaidia, but 
Steph. Byz. states that Theopompus employed the form ra ’Akpaipua (cf. p. 126) and that 
Ephorus used ’Axpaipuos and ’Axpaupuarns for the e6uxdv. Outside Boeotia the word seems 
to have been derived from dkpaupyns. 

21-3. That the federal boule, consisting of 660 members, was divided like the state 
Bovdai into four parts, each of which held office in turn, is neither stated by P, nor is at all 
likely. Lines 29-31 apparently refer to general meetings of the federal boule in the 
Cadmea, and another mention of it occurs in xiii. 12, but the ultimate decision in matters 
of supreme importance rested less with it than with the boulai of the individual states ; 
Chop. 224. 

23. avrol: sc. the Boeotians. 

24. The hiatus orparia éxdotm can be avoided by placing éxaorm pepe after d€ ; 
cl dy 4 .enote: 


Cols. xii. 31-xiv. 5 = ch. XII. Parties at Thebes. 


‘At Thebes the best and most notable of the citizens were, as I have already stated, 
divided against each other, one faction being led by Ismenias, Antitheus, and Androclidas, 
the other by Leontiades, Asias, and Corrantadas. ‘The political party of Leontiades sided 
with the Lacedaemonians, while that of Ismenias was accused of Atticizing, because it 
favoured the Athenian democracy when the latter was exiled. Ismenias’ party, however, 
was not concerned for the Athenians but.... Such being the condition of affairs at 
Thebes, and each of the two factions being powerful, many people from the cities 
throughout Boeotia then came forward and joined one or the other of them. At that 
time, and for a short period previously, the party of Ismenias and Androclidas was the 
stronger both at Thebes itself and in the boule of the Boeotians; but formerly that of 
Asias and Leontiades was in the ascendant for a considerable period and (had complete 
control of?) the city. For when the Lacedaemonians in the war with the Athenians were 
occupying Decelea and collected a large concourse of their allies, this party prevailed over 
their opponents both by reason of the proximity of the Lacedaemonians and because the 
latter were instrumental in conferring great benefits upon the city. The Thebans made 
a great advance in the direction of complete prosperity as soon as war between the 
Athenians and Lacedaemonians began ; for when the Athenians commenced to threaten (?) 
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Boeotia, the inhabitants of Erythrae, Scaphae, Scolus, Aulis, Schoenus, and Potniae, and 
many other similar places which had no walls, congregated at Thebes, thus doubling the 
size of the city. But it nevertheless came to prosper in a much higher degree when the 
Thebans in conjunction with the Lacedaemonians fortified Decelea against the Athenians ; 
for they took over the prisoners and all the other spoils of the war at a small price, and, 
as they inhabited the neighbouring country, carried off to their homes all the furnishing 
material in Attica, beginning with the wood and tiles of the houses. The country of the 
Athenians at that time had been the most lavishly furnished in Greece, for it had suffered 
but slight injury from the Lacedaemonians in the former invasions, and had been adorned 
ae elaborated with so much extravagance that... Such was the condition of Thebes and 
oeotia. 


Xll, 32. omep kat mpdrepov: i.e. in xi. 36-8. 

34-5. Ismenias and Androclidas are well known as the leaders of the anti-Spartan 
party at Thebes at this period and instigators of the war with Sparta, for the furtherance 
of which they took bribes from Persia; cf. i. 33, note. The form ’Avdpoxdjs which occurs 
here is a slip ; ’AvdpoxAeidas, the correct Boeotian form uniformly employed by Xenophon, 
is found in xiv. 6 and 35, and the Attic variant ’AvSpoxAeidns in xiii. 11. ’Avrideos is not 
mentioned by Xenophon, who (/7ell/. iii. 5. 1) in his place associates with Ismenias and 
Androclidas an otherwise unknown TadagiSwpos. Pausanias, however (iii. 9. 8), couples 
Androclidas and Ismenias with ’Audi@eyis, who is obviously identical with our "Avrieos, 
while Plutarch (Zysand. 27) calls him ’Au@iéeos. Of the leaders of the pro-Spartan party 
Acovriadns (Acovridas Plut.) is familiar, but ’Acias (or ’Aorias as he is called in xiii. 13) seems 
to be otherwise unknown, for the ’Apxias who is associated with Leontiades in 379 (Xen. 
Hell. v. 4. 2, 6, Plut. Pelop. 5 sqq., Cornelius Nepos, Pe/op. 3. 2) is not likely to be the 
same as ’Acias. With regard to the form of that name, ’Aorias does not occur elsewhere, 
but fastas is found in a Boeotian inscription. Koppavrdadas (cf. Koppwddas in Boeotian 
inscriptions) may, as Meyer suggests, be identical with the Boeotian general Ko:paradas 
mentioned in Xen. /7e//. i. 3. 15-22 and Anaé. vil. I. 33 Sqq. 

39. Though a plural subject for épuyor can be supplied out of rdv djpov, the sentence 
is made much clearer by altering ¢puyoy to epuyev, as proposed by Wilamowitz. The 
reference is of course to the restoration of the Athenian democracy in 403. 

xiii. 1-5. The general sense of this passage appears to be that Jsmenias and his party 
favoured Athens not from any regard for Athenian interests but from selfish motives, in 
order that they might use Athenian support in the contest with the pro-Spartan party at 
Thebes; cf. xiv. 6-16. 

10. [pux]p@ mpdrepov: i.e. ever since the conclusion of the Peloponnesian war when 
the ascendency of Ismenias’ party caused a complete change in Theban policy, and Thebes 
which had been the bitterest foe of Athens suddenly became leader of the opposition to 
Sparta; cf. Meyer, Gesch. d. Alt. v. pp. 213-4. P’s description in xii-xiv of the attitude 
of Thebes and the origin of the anti-Spartan league is much fuller than the short accounts 
in Xenophon, /7e/l. iii. 5. 1-3, Pausan. iii. 9. 9, Plut. Lysand. 27 and Diod. xiv. 81 ; and in 
particular his analysis of the motives of Ismenias’ party (xii. 37 sqq., xiv. 6 sqq.) is acute 
and just (cf. i. 36 sqq., where he rightly treats the Persian bribes as a factor of secondary 
importance); but he tends to lay too much stress on the mere rivalry of the contending 
factions, and to obscure the underlying cause which brought Ismenias’ party to the front, 
the dissatisfaction of Thebes with the Spartan domination in central Greece, which hindered 
Theban ambitions. Here, as in the case of the war party at Athens (cf. i. 33, note), P’s 
sympathy with Sparta causes him to under-estimate the legitimate patriotic aspirations of 
Sparta’s chief opponents, but it is noticeable that he does not attempt to cast aspersions 
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on Ismenias and Androclidas, who equally with the leaders of the pro-Spartan party at 
Thebes are among the BéArioro Kat yvwpiporarot (xii. 31), and the contest of Theban 
factions is described in quite different terms from the opposition between the yvepupor kat 
xapievres and of moddoi Kat Snuorexol in i. 9 Sqq. 

xiii. 13. For the spelling ’Aoriay cf. xii. 34-5, note. Roe 

14. [rea: there is room for three or even four letters before », but xpovov|[re|va is 
preferable to ypol[vov riya which seems the only alternative. ‘The beginnings of lines tend 
to be irregular throughout the papyrus. The doubtful + before the lacuna can be y, 4, «, 
ory, jyov may well be ef]xov, but dia x(epav is inadmissible. 

16. ‘The vestiges after xac o do not suit tplare} [ua very well, and rparevpatrw seems too 
long for the space between o and the final ».  av»[7a}y[u]2 (Bury) is also unsatisfactory. 

22. 6 médenos: from the context, especially the mentions of Deceleia in ]I. 16 and 29, 
this would naturally be interpreted as the Peloponnesian war. For some time we agreed 
with Meyer who suggested a connexion between xiii. 23-8 and the statement of Diodorus 
(xi. 81. 3) that the Spartans in the period preceding the battle of Tanagra rijs pev tov 
OnBaiav rddrews peiCova tov TmepiZodov Kateckevacav, Tas & ev Borwria méders vaykacav UrorarredOat 
rois @nBaios, and consequently referred 6 méAepyos to the war of Athens against the Spartans 
and Boeotians in 457. But while both writers allude to the increase in the size of Thebes, 
the explanation of it is quite different in the two cases, and Mr. Walker has convinced 
us that the natural interpretation is right, and that P ascribed the transference of population 
to Thebes to z.c. 431. Whether he was correct in his statement, particularly in the alleged 
reason for the transference, the fear of Athenian invasion, is not clear. The Boeotians 
may have expected reprisals for the treacherous attack on Plataea, and that Athens 
cherished hopes of recovering Boeotia is shown by the expedition of Nicias against Tanagra 
in 426 (Thuc. iii. gt) and the invasion two years later which resulted in the battle of 
Delium ; but there was of course no attack upon Boeotia in 431, Attica being itself invaded, 
so that the impression conveyed by P’s statement is not very accurate. It is noteworthy 
that in his account of the prosperity of Attica (xiii. 36-xiv. 3) P unduly minimizes the 
extent of the injuries inflicted by the Lacedaemonian invasions in the Archidamian war, 
which, as Thucydides shows clearly, caused widespread devastation. If fear of Athenian 
attack was the real reason of the cuvotxiopds, it would be more satisfactory to place that 
event in the period after the battle of Tanagra and the withdrawal of the Spartans from 
Boeotia when the Athenians, according to Diod. xi. 83. 1, gained possession of all the 
Boeotian cities except Thebes, which would naturally have become a centre of migration 
from other parts of the country. 

Of the six places mentioned in connexion with the cvvoccuuds, Erythrae, Scaphae and 
Scolus were in the Parasopia near the Athenian boundary and in 431 belonged to Plataea 
(cf. xii. 12-3, note), while Schoenus and Potniae were Theban and respectively 50 
and ro stades north of Thebes (Pausan. ix. 8. 1, Strabo ix. 2. 22, 24, 32). A slight 
difficulty arises in connexion with Aulis, which was on the coast and much further 
away from Thebes, especially as in later times it was dependent not on Thebes but 
Tanagra. There is however not much doubt about the reading ]Aidos, and there are other 
reasons for supposing that the territory of Tanagra was less extensive in 431-395 than 
later ; cf. note on xii. 17. 

23. dneAleiv, though it gives a suitable sense, is very doubtful, for there seems to be 
no parallel for the metaphorical use of this word in prose, and y, # Or vy can be read in 
place of x. 

38. mixpd: this is an exaggeration; cf. ]. 22, note. 

xiv. 1-2. Sev must be py]Sev or od |d¢v, and Scre probably preceded, perhaps immediately 
after dmepBodqy, while the word after o|txjoes must be a comparative adverb. Bury suggests 
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dlore x@pas fv ob|Sév map’ adtois érd[palrov, olixnoeds b€ Kal Kadduov @\kodounpevas i) rral\pa ro is 
aidXors [ecyov. : ; 

3- Perhaps rolis ddovs ["EXAnow ; but then the repetition of ‘EAAp{ in the next line is 
somewhat awkward. Probably some of the letters in the lacuna were erased. Before yap 
« unaltered can be read instead of the supposed deleted o. avray, like abrois in 1. 1, probably 
refers to the Athenians. 

4-5. The subject of |. eAdyBavov is here more probably the Thebans than the Athenians; 
cf. xili. 32. rov{s] | [2éolus dypods is not unlikely. 


Cols. xiv. 6-xv. 32 = ch. XII]. War between Boeotia and Phocis. 


‘The party of Androclidas and Ismenias was anxious to involve Boeotia in a war with 
the Lacedaemonians, because firstly they wished to overthrow their supremacy in order to 
avoid destruction at the hands of the Lacedaemonians on account of the Laconizing party, 
and secondly they expected to achieve their object easily, on the supposition that the king 
would provide money in accordance with the promises of the envoy from Persia, and that 
the Corinthians, Argives and Athenians would join in the war, for these states, being hostile 
to the Lacedaemonians, would, they thought, provide support from among their citizens. 
Having this policy in view, they considered that it was difficult to attack the enemy openly, 
since neither the Thebans nor the other Boeotians would consent to a war with the 
Lacedaemonians while supreme in Greece; but they attempted to incite them to make war 
by the device of persuading certain Phocians to invade the territory of the so-called 
Hesperian Locrians. The enmity between these two states originated as follows. There 
is a disputed area near Parnassus, about which they have gone to war in former times also ; 
this is often encroached upon for grazing by both the Phocians and the Locrians, and 
whichever party perceives the other in occupation collects in considerable numbers and 
plunders the sheep. Many such quarrels had been provoked by either side, which formerly 
they were always in the habit of settling for the most part by legal proceedings or discussion ; 
but on this occasion when the Locrians retaliated by seizing an equivalent of the sheep 
which they had lost, the Phocians at the instigation of the men procured by Androclidas 
and Ismenias immediately took up arms and invaded Locris. Thereupon the Locrians 
when their country was ravaged sent ambassadors to the Boeotians accusing the Phocians 
and asking for assistance, these states having always been on friendly terms with each 
other. Gladly seizing the opportunity, the party of Ismenias and Androclidas persuaded the 
Boeotians to help the Locrians, whereat the Phocians on receiving news of the action of 
Thebes withdrew from Locris and sent aribassadors to the Lacedaemonians asking them 
to forbid the Boeotians to enter their country. The Lacedaemonians, although they 
considered the story unworthy of belief, nevertheless sent a message ordering the Boeotians 
not to make war on the Phocians, but if they considered themselves aggrieved on any point 
to take satisfaction at a meeting of the confederacy. The Boeotians, however, at the 
instigation of the men who had arranged the plot and its consequences, dismissed the 
Lacedaemonian envoys with an unfavourable answer, and taking up arms marched against 
the Phocians. They immediately invaded the country, and after ravaging the land of 
the Parapotamii, the Daulii and Phanoteis, they attempted an assault upon these cities. 
They attacked Daulia, but retreated without having effected anything, and even suffered 
some slight losses; of the Phanoteis, however, they took by storm the suburb of the 
town. After this success they advanced further into Phocis, where they overran part of 
the plain near Elatea and Pedieis and the people of that neighbourhood, and then turned 
homewards. As they were passing Hyampolis in the course of the retreat, they decided to 
make an attempt upon it. The place is remarkably strong, and though they attacked the 
walls and displayed no lack of energy they achieved no success, but had to retire with the 
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loss of about eighty soldiers. Having inflicted this amount of injury upon the Phocians 
the Bocotians returned to their own country.’ 


xiv, 12-3. xa’ d and the insertion of 8¢ were suggested by Wilamowitz ; Blass had 
proposed éred4 in 1. 12 and made peOééew dependent on émnyyéAdero, which is less satisfactory. 
The effects of the bribes of Timocrates and the anti-Spartan feeling at Corinth, Argos and 
Athens have already been described by P in ii. 1 sqq. Though the hopes of assistance 
from Athens were justified by the event, the expectation of help from Corinth and Argos 
proved somewhat premature, for these two states remained passive until the defeat of the 
- Lacedaemonians at Haliartus had relieved Boeotia from danger. 

14. The somewhat otiose sentence rovrous . . . woAiras is corrupt as it stands, and the 
simplest course is to read oupmapal ox jevarew for oupmape| cK levace ; but this does not yield 
a very satisfactory sense, and possibly some words have dropped out. 

21 sqq. With regard to the origin of the Boeotian war, P’s account, which is much 
more detailed than those of the extant authorities, agrees with Xenophon’s (/7e//. iii. 5. 3) and 
Pausanias’ (iii. 9. 9) in attributing the ultimate responsibility for the outbreak to the party 
of Ismenias and Androclidas (cf. also Plut. Zysand. 27), and the occasion of it to a border 
dispute between Phocis and Locris. Diodorus, who (xiv. 81. 1) says merely Baxeis mpos 
Botwrovs &k twev éykAnpdrov eis médeuov KataaTdvtes rescay Tors Aakedatpoviovs Tvppaxely KaTa TOY 
Bowwtav, not only gives no details but produces the false impression that Sparta rather than 
Thebes was the aggressor, a view which is defended in vain by Grote, for though Plutarch 
(Lysand, 27) says that some regarded Lysander as the cause of the war rather than the 
‘Thebans, there can no longer be any doubt that the latter were the prime movers. But 
while P so far supports Xenophon and Pausanias, his account differs widely from theirs in 
point of detail. In the first place Xenophon states that the Locrians in question were the 
Opuntian Locrians, whereas according to P they were the Hesperian Locrians and the 
disputed area was zepi tov Tapvacodv. Pausanias speaks of of e€ “Audicons Aoxpoi, thus 
agreeing with P, who is likely to be right on this point. In 394 both sets of Locrians were 
allied to Thebes and Athens; cf. Xen. Hell. iv. 2. 17, 3. 15. Secondly, while Xenophon 
and Pausanias represent the Locrians as beginning the dispute by encroaching upon the 
disputed area at the suggestion of their allies the Thebans, according to P it was 
the Phocians who originally made a raid upon the flocks of the Locrians in the 
debatable ground, and the Locrians only assumed the offensive as a means of 
retaliation. The subsequent invasion of Locris by the Phocians is also attributed by 
P to the instigation of a band of Phocians in the pay of the Thebans. There is 
further a minor discrepancy with respect to the precise action of the Locrians in the 
disputed area. According to Xenophon they were persuaded xpjyara redéoa (which 
is translated ‘levy money’ though redéoa does not seem to be the right word in the 
context), and the Phocians retaliated by taking mo\amAdova yphuara. P’s account on the 
other hand, according to which the dispute was concerned with the grazing of flocks, agrees 
closely with that of Pausanias, who says that the Locrians rév re cirov dxpatovra Seuw kal 
#Aagav Aeiav Gyovres, Whether it was really the Locrians or, as P asserts, certain Phocians 
who allowed themselves to be made the tools of Thebes cannot be decided with certainty. 
The intrigue becomes more involved in P’s version, which brings out the remarkable 
ingenuity of Ismenias and Androclidas in making the Locrians appear the injured party, 
and displays an apparently very detailed knowledge of the circumstances. Meyer is disposed 
to prefer Xenophon’s account on the ground that the Locrians, not the Phocians, were 
allied to Thebes, and that the Phocians fell too readily into the trap prepared for them. On 
the other hand, if the facts were as P states, an abbreviated account of them would 
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give rise to the version in which the Locrians took the first step. 4 


842. THEOPOMPUS (OR CRATIPPUS), HELLENICA 233 


The appeal of the Locrians for Theban snpport (xiv. 37—-xv. 3) is also related by both 
Xenophon and Pausanias, but neither of these writers mentions the embassy of the Phocians 
to Sparta and the unsuccessful mission of the Spartans to Boeotia (xv. 3-14) prior to the 
actual invasion of Phocis. According to them the request for Spartan assistance was made 
by the Phocians after the invasion had begun, and then the pretext for a war with Boeotia 
was eagerly seized. Pausanias adds the statement that the Athenians tried to prevent 
a conflict, émva pev odpas (the Spartans) Sedpevor pr) kewjoar diky d€ imép Sv eyxadovar dvaxpiverOas, 
an improbable story which looks like a perversion of the proposals of the Spartans in xv. g-1T. 
P must have described the successful appeal of the Phocians for Spartan intervention in 
a later chapter after the campaign of Agesilaus, in the middle of which the papyrus breaks 
off; but the narrative in xv. 7-11 represents the Spartans as pursuing a pacific policy and 
showing no great anxiety to accept the opportunity for declaring war on Boeotia. This 
does not harmonize very well with Xenophon’s eminently just remarks (/7/e//. iii. 5. 5) upon 
the reasons which the Spartans had for welcoming a war with Boeotia at this juncture, and, 
as Meyer suggests, P may be exaggerating the Spartan moderation. On the other hand 
Xenophon himself in fell. iii. 5. 3 says—what is probably true—that the Thebans had 
to take the initiative because they knew érz ef pn ris dpéec modeuou obk ebeAHoovow of Aakedat- 
poor Avew ras orovdas mpds to's cuppayous, and P’s statement that the Spartans, while in 
doubt about the truth of the impending invasion of Phocis, gave the Boeotians the chance 
of settling the quarrel peaceably, is not inconsistent with their ready intervention when 
the invasion was an accomplished fact. The arrogant tone of the Spartan message, in 
which the Boeotians were treated as if they were subordinate members of the Peloponnesian 
confederacy is quite in keeping with their claim dpyxew tis “EAAddos (xiv. 20). 

25. és: on the use of the present tense here and in Il. 27 and 40, which has an 
important bearing upon the date of the composition of P’s work, cf. xvi. 3, note, and p. 134. 

XV. 3-4. dyyeAOévr|wv and z[dre pev were suggested by Wilamowitz. 

5. The vestiges after §/<] do not suit pe[ra tadra, 

15 sqq- These details concerning the invasion of Phocis are all new, but of no special 
interest. With regard to the chronology of the war between Boeotia and Phocis, P’s 
remark (xi. 34) that it began in the summer agrees with Pausanias’ statement that the 
Locrians cut down tov otroy axpdgovra. Apparently the dispute between Phocis and 
Locris took place about May or June, the invasion of Phocis about July and August, and 
the battle of Haliartus about September or October. 

19. Aavdia: for the form cf. Strabo ix. 423 “Ounpos pév ody Aavdida etrev, of 8 Uorepov 
AaviXiav, 

24. Uedvéas: this town is mentioned by Hadt. viii. 33, but Medias here may mean the 
people of Pedieis ; cf. the similar ambiguity in the case of Iapamordjuot. 

26.5 Phe corruption of map Yvapmohw into mpos Ilapuny rodw was detected by both Blass 
and Wilamowitz. 


XV. 32-xvi. 29 =ch. XIV. Zhe naval war. 


‘Cheiricrates, who had arrived as admiral in succession to Pollis, having now taken 
over the command of the fleet of the Lacedaemonians and their allies, Conon manned 
twenty triremes and setting out from Rhodes sailed to Caunus. Wishing to communicate 
with Pharnabazus and Tithraustes and to obtain money, he went inland from Caunus 
to visit them. The soldiers at this time had many months’ pay owing to them, for their 
generals paid them badly, as is their invariable habit when fighting for the king. In the 
Decelean war also, when the Lacedaemonians were the allies of Persia, money was provided 
on a very mean and niggardly scale, and the triremes of the allies would often have been 
disbanded but for the energy of Cyrus. The responsibility for this lies with the king, who 
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when he begins a war, dispatches a small sum at the outset and neglects the army sub- 
sequently, while those in charge of the campaign being unable to defray the expenses 
privately sometimes suffer their forces to disband. This is what usually takes place, but on 
the arrival of Conon and his declaration that the Persian cause would run the risk of ruin 
through want of money, of which it was unreasonable for the king’s soldiers to be in need, 
Tithraustes sent some of the barbarians in his following with two hundred and twenty 
talents for the pay of the soldiers; this sum was obtained from the property of Tissaphernes. 
After remaining a short time longer at Sardis he then went up to the court of the king, having 
appointed Ariaeus and Pasiphernes to take command, and delivered to them for the purposes 
of the war the silver and gold that was left behind, which proved, as it is said, to be about 
seven hundred talents.’ 


xv. 33. On Cheiricrates, who succeeded Pollis as vatapxos in the late summer of 395, 
cf. iii, 21 and 23-6, notes. Neither vavapyos was known previously. Cheiricrates seems 
to have taken no active steps against Conon: probably the bulk of the Spartan fleet was 
at Cnidus; but Pancalus was stationed with 5 ships at the Hellespont, where he co- 
operated with Agesilaus; cf. xxi. 25-7. In the course of the winter of 395-4 Cheiricrates 
was superseded by Agesilaus’ brother-in-law, Pisander, who was killed at the battle of Cnidus 
in the following July or August. Xenophon, who (/7/e//. iii. 4. 27-9, supported by Plut. 
Ages. 10, Pausan. iii. 9. 6) represents Pisander as appointed vavapxos by Agesilaus when the 
latter was in the medioy brép Kvpys on his way to invade Phrygia, i.e. in the late summer 
of 395 (cf. Hell. iv. 1. 1 and xviii. 38 sqq. and xix. 2, note), has clearly placed the beginning 
of Pisander’s vavapyia too early. 

37 sqq. This visit of Conon to Pharnabazus and Tithraustes to obtain money is not 
recorded elsewhere, Diodorus (xix. 81. 4-6) relates that Conon went to the king himself 
at Babylon for the same purpose, synchronizing this event with the Boeotian war. His 
date for Conon’s journey to Persia conflicts with that of Nepos (Coon 3) and Pausanias 
(iii, g. 2), who imply that it took place in the winter of 396-5; but the correctness of 
Diodorus’ date is now amply vindicated (cf. note on vii. 4), and Conon’s journey to 
Babylon is to be assigned to the Jate autumn of 395 or winter of 395-4. That he should 
have found it necessary to go to the king to obtain money is not at all surprising, for 
the 220 talents which he received from Tithraustes cannot have been sufficient to make 
up the arrears of many months’ pay upon a fleet of over roo triremes and numerous Greek 
mercenaries on land, and the serious mutiny described in xvi. 29 sqq. shows the dangers 
to which he was exposed so long as he was ill provided with funds. 

xvi. 2-4. This sentence seems to be the origin of Justin’s remark (vi. 2. rr) with 
regard to Conon’s soldiers, guos praefectt regis fraudare stipendio soliti erant; cf. xvi. 
29, note. 

3. @os] éoriv: the use of the present tense here and in ll. 9-16 is important as an 
indication that this history was composed before the fall of the Persian empire ; cf. xiv. 25, 
27.40, 51k. andap,. 122. 

§. Aaxedaiudvior joav: the hiatus can be avoided by reading Aaxedapoviors), as Wilamowitz 
proposes. Cf. i. 4, note. 

7. Cf. Isocr. Panegyr. 142 16 pév én’ éxeivo (sc. the king) rodddns dv dvedvnoav (sc. of 
oTpati@rat). 

14. v Of ewore is corrected from x. 

17. av Of avrov is corrected. At the end of the line the v of ovy is written above the ». 

24-6. Tithraustes, having fulfilled the objects of his mission, the removal of 
Tissaphernes and the necessary arrangements for the continuance of the war, had no 
justification for remaining in Lydia; cf. Meyer, of. cit. v. p. 249. While Pharnabazus 
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was at Conon’s request made commander-in-chief of the Persian forces (Diod. xiv. 81. 6; 
cf. vii. 4, note) and acted as such in 394-3, the successor of Tissaphernes as satrap was 
Tiribazus, who is first heard of in the winter of 393-2 (Xen. Hell, iv. 8. 12). 

27. For Ariaeus cf. vil. 36 and vii. 4, note. From Xen. Hell. iv. 1. 27, it appears 
that he revolted from Persia in the course of the winter of 395-4. Pasiphernes was 
perhaps referred to in iii. 37, but is not mentioned by the other authorities, unless he 
is identical with the general whom Diodorus calls Artaphernes ; cf. iii. 37, note. 


Cols. xvi. 29-xviii. 33 = ch. XV. Mutiny of Conon’s forces. 


‘The Cypriots who had sailed with Conon to Caunus, persuaded by certain persons 
who falsely asserted that there was no intention to give them the arrears of their pay, but 
that preparations were only being made for discharging the debts of the crews and marines, 
were filled with indignation, and having met in assembly elected as their leader a man of 
Carpasian stock, and gave him a body-guard of two soldiers from each ship . . . Conon 
after hearing their story urged them not to believe that (one section would be favoured), 
assuring them that they would all alike obtain their pay. Having given this answer, he said 
that he wished to make it known to the other soldiers also, whereupon the leader of the 
Cypriots, the Carpasian, followed him towards the main body of the troops. They started 
out in company, and when they were passing the gates Conon, being in front, came outside 
the wall first, but the Carpasian while he was going out at the gates was seized without 
Conon’s consent by some of the Messenians in Conon’s following, who wished to 
detain him in the city in order that he might be punished for his offences. The Cypriots 
who were accompanying him laid hold of the Carpasian and prevented the Messenians from 
arresting him, and the contingent of the 600, perceiving the fight, also came to the 
help of their leader. Conon .. . (went back) to the city, while the Cypriots attacked and 
drove off the Messenians who had seized the Carpasian, and being persuaded that Conon’s 
plans with regard to the distribution of the pay were altogether (unjust), thereupon 
embarked on the triremes with the object, as some said, of taking up the Cypriots at 
Rhodes and sailing to Cyprus. Leaving . . ., and conveying with them the Cypriots who 
consented to come, they marched against the acropolis in order to destroy the power 
of Conon, whom they regarded as the cause of all their troubles . . . When the Cypriots landed 
at Caunus, Conon came to Leonymus the . . . and declared that he alone could save 
the king’s cause, for if Leonymus would consent to give him the Greek guards protecting 
Caunus and as many Carians as possible, he would put an end to the mutiny in the camp. 
Leonymus having bidden him take as many soldiers as he wished, he remained inactive for 
that day, since it was already near sunset ; but on the next before dawn he took a large 
number of the Carians and all the Greeks, led them out of the city, and proceeded to post 
some of them round the outside of the camp, others . .. by the ships and seashore. 
Having done this and given orders to proclaim that each soldier should go... he 
captured the Carpasian and sixty of the other Cypriots, whom he put to death, while 
the leader was crucified. The Cypriots who were left at Rhodes were enraged on 
hearing of this, and in their indignation first attacked and drove out the officers whom 
Conon had appointed, and then leaving the harbour caused a great tumult and riot among 
the Rhodians. Conon, however, arrived from Caunus, and haying arrested their leaders put 
them to death, distributing pay among the remainder. ‘Thus the king’s camp, after it had 
reached a condition of extreme peril, was restored to peace by Conon and his energetic 
measures,’ 


xvi. 29 sqq. These Cypriot mercenaries were a land force, as appears from the 
contrast between them and the tanpeoia and émBdra in ll. 34-5. The é£[axoo|iwv [ovvraypa| 
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in xvii. 24 seems to be part of them, but that restoration is far from certain. The mutiny 
is only mentioned elsewhere by Justin (vi. 2. 11) Sed Cononem seditio militum invadit, quos 
pracfecti regis fraudare stipendio solid erant : eo instantius debita poscentibus quo graviorem sub 
magno duce militiam praesumebant. The sentence guos pracfecti . . . erant closely resembles 
xvi. 2-4, and P is probably the ultimate source of Justin’s reference to the mutiny. 

xvi. 31. The correction of ovre, which makes an extremely awkward construction, to 
uro is due to Wilamowitz. 

37. Kapracéa: it is rather curious that P does not mention his name, for the narrative 
of the mutiny is conspicuous for its wealth of detail, which is likely to have been obtained 
from an eyewitness. The omission may however, as Meyer remarks, be intentional, 
implying contempt ; cf. xvii. 16 rod S€ d[v6]porou rod Kapmacéws. With regard to the form of 
the adjective, the agreement between the papyrus and Theopompus (Fr. 93) provides a 
strong argument for identifying him with our author ; cf. p. 131. 

xvii. 1. That the separate fragment containing the middles of Il. 1-8 belongs to the 
upper part of this column is made certain by its colour and the mention of Conon in 1. 3. 
The exact position is then fixed by the recto, which has the beginning of a new section 
dn|nX(twrov) ex ]o(uévov) eyB(aivoyros) partly on this fragment, partly on the piece containing 
the rest of Col. xvii. 

5. |epatee: a can be read in place of the first e, aee is perhaps a separate word (=de) ; 
cf. avec in iii. 13. 

6. wept ro[y peo Ody cannot be read. At the end of the line a is possible instead of o ., 
but there is not room for o[kov]|oas, and the division a|[koveas would make the line 
too short. Bury suggests od |mj. 

8-9. The general sense of Conon’s answer is clearly that in the distribution of the 
money no one section of the troops would be favoured, but all would receive their share. 
In 1. 8 the doubtful 4 may be « or » or possibly 7; with the last reading [ovdéva 
mAeov|exr{n|oletv is possible. Line g requires something like mar|ras édeye Tov piobdv amd Tis 
ton|s xopretoOa. ‘The letter before xopreto Oar, if not «, can only be y. 

IO—-I. moujodpevos is due to Bury. Wilamowitz suggested ravryy [de THY amdKpiow Kat 
trois dAdous] &pacxey Bovreoba [S]alSyAa@oa orpariwr|as, which no doubt expresses the sense 
correctly, and most of which we have adopted. The letter before ts in 1. 11 cannot be a. 

12. 6 Kapralo¢ ds avr] is due to Wilamowitz. 

24. €&[axoo}ar [ovvraypa] is very doubtful, especially as axoo is rather short for the first 
lacuna, which has room for 5 letters, and this supposed corps is not mentioned elsewhere. 
Perhaps é& followed by a place-name should be read. 

25. Something like [és ei] me[peordvras] would suit the sense. 

26. tiv mode: sc. Caunus. 

28. dméxpolvcav: the v is extremely doubtful, but a and « are inadmissible. 

29. Perhaps z[apa 1d dixaov r|év, if mapeoxevacda is middle. If it is passive, &d is 
probable before r}i». In xvi. 33 mapacxevdfovra is more probably middle, but may be 
passive, 

31. én[t ravras rlais was suggested by Wilamowilz. és yé twes %Xeyoy seems to refer 
to the statements of the Cypriots, and is not, we think, to be interpreted as a reservation on 
the part of the author, for which rwes Aeyovor would be expected; cf. ii, 1-2. 

33 sqq. The narrative becomes very obscure at this point. rijs Ada. .]vcovov seems to 
be corrupt; there is not much doubt about the reading ov; the only possible alternatives 
to o are om or w, but these are less suitable. 19 Zadap[ei} could be read, but yields no 
sense, and that the mutineers reached Cyprus is unlikely, since it is clear from xviii. 1-22 
that they soon returned to Caunus, and és yé twes €deyoy indicates that they did not carry 
out their original plans in full, Assuming that Adav{. .Juovov is the name of an unknown 
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place, this was perhaps situated in Rhodes, for sapax{opicav|res, if correct, seems to refer 
back to rods ék] rijs ‘Pédou mapadaBdvire]s, and if [od Kévevos| (Wilamowitz) is right in l. 36 
the acropolis might be that of Rhodes. On the other hand if ’Aday... was in Rhodes 
we should expect the statement that the mutineers sailed thither, whereas dmom\]cdcavres 
or éxm)|evoavres can hardly be avoided in the light of the following genitive, even though 
the omission of dé before rjs is not in accordance with our author’s usage ; cf. xviii. 1-2 
a|romAeboarres dd ris... Moreover, the account in xviii. 23-8 of the proceedings of the 
Cypriots who were left at Rhodes does not harmonize at all well with the view that 
the acropolis of the city of Rhodes had been attacked previously. It is therefore very 
doubtful whether the mutineers sailed as far as Rhodes, and possibly the acropolis and 
the supposed place Aday . . . were in the vicinity of Caunus, 

37. avrois was suggested by Wilamowitz. 

xviii. 2, The letter after rjs might be a, and it is conceivable that the name 
Ahar|. .Jworov (xvii. 33) recurred here; but several other letters, e.g. 8, «, or o, are 
equally admissible. ‘The verb lost probably had the sense of ‘returned’, sc. to Caunus. 

3. If rots is not an error for rais, some part of the gear of the triremes is probably 
referred to, perhaps iorios ; cf. Conon’s capture of the peydda rév Avodvdpou vedv ioria after 
Aegospotami (Xen. /7e/l/. ii. 1. 29). 

4. katnype|vav ray Kumpioy: xatnypé[vos is unlikely, for there is no indication that Conon 
had left Caunus, and Leonymus was clearly posted in the immediate neighbourhood of 
the city. 

5. Perhaps rov 7[ av meldv dpyorra, as Wilamowitz suggests. 

air@ rt: for the hiatus cf. i. 4, note. atr@ can be omitted without difficulty. 

18. Some word like mpoonyaye is probable in the lacuna. 

19. Wilamowitz suggests z[6v «ppuca Baiew, but a compound of Baivew would rather 
be expected. 

20, Wilamowitz proposes ri[v éavrod, Bury ri[y oxnyjy. 

24. ‘Péd@ jyavdkr|ovv: another hiatus; cf. 1. 5. 

30-3. With this favourable criticism of Conon cf. xvi. 8 d:a tiv Kipou mpobupiay, xx. 
35 Oia rHv ‘Paddvov mpobupiay, and p. 123. 


Cols, xviii. 33-xxi. 39 = chs. XVI-XVII. Agesilaus in Asza. 


‘While Agesilaus was marching towards the Hellespont with the army of the 
Lacedaemonians and their allies, as long as he was passing through Lydia he did no injury 
to the inhabitants, wishing to abide by the truce made with Tithraustes. But when he 
reached the country of Pharnabazus, he plundered and ravaged the land as he advanced. 
Then crossing the plain of Thebe and the so-called plain of Apia he invaded Mysia, and 
gave urgent orders to the Mysians to take up arms on his side ; for most of the Mysians 
are autonomous and not subjects of the king. Those Mysians who elected to join the 
expedition suffered no injury from him, but he laid waste the land of the rest. When in 
the course of his advance he came to about the middle of the so-called Mysian Olympus, 
seeing that the pass was difficult and narrow, and being anxious to cross it in safety, he 
sent an envoy to the Mysians, and having made a truce with them began to lead his forces 
through the country. The Mysians however, after allowing many of the Peloponnesians 
and their allies to go through, attacked the rear-guard and struck down some of the soldiers, 
who were not in regular order owing to the confined space. Agesilaus encamped his army 
and remained inactive for the rest of that day while he was performing the due rites for the 
dead (about fifty of the soldiers had perished), and on the day following, having posted 
a large number of the so-called Dercylidean mercenaries in an ambush, again started on 
the march with his army. The Mysians all thought that Agesilaus was departing in 
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consequence of the loss received on the previous day, and coming out of their villages 
began to pursue the army with the intention of attacking the rear-guard as before ; where- 
upon the Greeks in the ambush, when the enemy came up to them, charged out and 
attacked them at close quarters. The Mysian leaders and those in the forefront of the 
pursuit perished in the sudden onslaught of the Greeks, while the main body perceiving the 
losses of their comrades in front fled home to their villages. On receipt of the news Agesilaus 
wheeled round, and led his army back by the same road until he joined the force which had 
been in ambush, and pitched his camp on the spot where they had encamped on the 
previous day. Afterwards the Mysians, to whom the dead severally belonged, sent heralds 
and... took away the bodies under a truce, more than a hundred and thirty being 
killed. Agesilaus after obtaining guides from the villages and giving his soldiers a rest of 
[.]days led his army forward, and having brought them down into the country of the Phrygians 
(not that part which he had invaded in the previous summer but another which was un- 
plundered), proceeded to lay it waste under the guidance of Spithradates and his son. 
Spithradates was by race a Persian, who for some time lived with Pharnabazus and was in his 
service, but having subsequently quarrelled with him, and being afraid that he would be seized 
and come to harm, took refuge for the moment at Cyzicus, and afterwards presented himself 
to Agesilaus with his son Megabates, who was young and handsome. When this happened, 
Agesilaus received them favourably, chiefly for the sake of the youth to whom he is said 
to have been much attached, but partly also on account of Spithradates, who he hoped 
would act as guide of the expedition and be useful in other ways. For these reasons they 
obtained a warm welcome. Continuing the onward march of his army and plundering 
the country of Pharnabazus, Agesilaus reached the town called Leonton Cephalae ; and 
after making several assaults, but without success, moved his forces and led them forward, 
plundering and laying waste the unravaged part of the country. Arriving subsequently 
at Gordium, a town built upon a mound and strongly fortified, he encamped his forces and 
remained there six days, making assaults upon the enemy and keeping his soldiers from 
dispersing by affording them numerous comforts. When he failed to overpower the place 
owing to the energy of Rhathanes, a Persian by race, who was in command ofit, he put his 
soldiers in motion and led them on, being urged by Spithradates to enter Paphlagonia. 
He next led the Peloponnesians and their allies forward to the borders of Phrygia and 
Paphlagonia, and encamped his army there, sending Spithradates himself in advance. The 
latter having gone on and come to terms with the Paphlagonians returned with ambassadors 
from them. Agesilaus made an alliance with the Paphlagonians and then retired with all 
speed in the direction of the sea, being afraid that there would be a lack of supplies in the 
winter. He did not march by the same road as that by which he had come, but by 
another, as he thought that it would be easier for his soldiers to cross (Bithynia). Gyes 
... Sent him ... horsemen and more than two thousand footsoldiers. Having conducted the 
army to Cius in Mysia, he first remained there ten days, and again harried the Mysians in 
revenge for their treachery at Olympus, and then led the Greeks forward through Phrygia 
on the seacoast, where he attacked a place called Miletou Teichos, but being unable to 
capture it withdrew his forces. As he was marching along the river Rhyndacus he arrived 
at Lake Dascylitis, near which lies Dascylium, an extremely strong place and fortified by 
the king, where Pharnabazus was said to store all his silver and gold. Having encamped 
his army there, he summoned Pancalus, who had sailed with the admiral Cheiricrates and 
was watching the Hellespont with five triremes. Pancalus arrived with all speed and entered 
the lake with his triremes, and was then ordered by Agesilaus to put on board all the more 
valuable part of the (booty) and transport it to... at Cyzicus, that it might produce pay 
for the army. The soldiers from Mysia he dismissed with orders to return in the spring, 
as he was preparing during the coming winter to invade Cappadocia, having heard that 
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that country stretched in the shape of a narrow strip from the Pontic sea to Cilicia and 
Phoenicia, and that the length of it was such that persons journeying on foot from 
Sinope...’ 


XViil. 37. tats omor[dlails: P’s account of the negotiations between Agesilaus and 
Tithraustes is lost in the gap between Cols. viii and xi. They are described in some detail 
by Xenophon (/7ell. iii. 4. 25-6). Diodorus (xiv. 80, 8) states briefly that a six months’ 
truce was arranged, while Isocrates (iv. 153) calls it eight months. 

38. xalr}jpev: karaipew is often used by Thucydides for arriving by sea (e. g. viii. 31 and 
39), but is rare in the sense of coming by land. It was employed by Theopompus as 
equivalent to eA@eiv according to Stephanus Byz., who was perhaps referring to the present 
passage or viil. 22; cf. p. 131. 

39. «is THY x pay THY bapr[aBalfov : so Xenophon, ell. iii. 4. 26 gee emi rhv bapvaBagov 
Spvyiav, followed by Plutarch, Ages. 11. Since the whole of the autumn campaign of 
Agesilaus in 395 is ignored by Diodorus, Xenophon has been hitherto practically the 
sole authority for it. The discrepancies between his account in Hell. iii. 4. 26-9 and iv. 1. 
1-16 and that of P are no less marked here than in the campaign of the earlier part of the 
year (v. 6-vii. 4). The two historians are indeed writing from different points of view ; 
with Xenophon the glorification of Agesilaus is the central motive, and in order to illustrate 
his hero’s personal character certain more or less dramatic episodes, e. g. the negotiations 
with the king of Paphlagonia and with Pharnabazus, are treated in great detail, so as 
to produce the impression that the author himself took part in the scenes which he 
describes: but the military operations, with the exception of the fighting round Dascylium 
which led to the desertion of Spithradates, are only sketched in outline. In the Ageszlaus, 
Xenophon makes no attempt to give a connected story of the autumn campaign, but some 
anecdotes in the later chapters supplement the He//enica on a few points, especially as 
to Agesilaus’ relations with Megabates. P on the other hand, gives a plain, matter-of-fact 
account of Agesilaus’ march, the course of which is now clear, and he shows no 
disposition to enlarge upon the picturesque incidents which enliven Xenophon’s narrative. 
Hence while Xenophon (//e//. iv. 1. 1) briefly summarizes the earlier part of the campaign 
corresponding to xviii. 38-xx. 38 in the words 6 d¢ ’Aynothaos énei aixero Gua petov@py eis 
TH tov PapvaBdfou Ppvyiav rhv pev xwpav exae Kai émdpOer, mde dé Tas pev Bia Tas 0 Exovoas 
mpoceddpBave, the negotiations with the Paphlagonians briefly described by P in xx. 31-xxi. 
5, occupy f7e//, iv. 1. 2-15. 

xix. 2. The plain of Thebe was by Adramyttium, and according to Xen. /e//. iv. 1. 
41 Agesilaus returned thither in the following spring when forced to leave Dascylium. From 
Thebe he turned eastward; the plain of Apia (‘Amias is due to Wilamowitz) was north 
of Mount Temnus on the upper Macestus; cf. Strabo xiii. 1. 70 and Polyb. v. 77.9. In 
Hell, iii. 4. 27 Xenophon mentions the wediov 1d brép Kiuns as the place where Agesilaus 
heard the news of his appointment to the command of the fleet as well as the army (cf. xv. 
33, note), but in view of the long distance from Cyme to Adramyttium, it is, we think, 
probable that the ‘plain beyond Cyme’ refers to that at the mouth of the Caicus, not 
to that of Thebe. 

5. That the Mysians had made themselves independent of Persia at this period was 
known from Xen. Anaé. i. 6. 7, 9. 14, Hell. iii. 1.13, &c. The use of the present tense 
cial . .. Baowdws ody imaxovovres is another indication that P’s work was written before 
the fall of the Persian empire; cf. xvi. 3, note and p. 122. 

15. Wilamowitz would insert rovs after dé. 

22 sqq. Cf. the ambush described in v. 59 sqq., where the tactics are similar but not 
precisely identical, and p. 130. 
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23. This band of mercenaries, formed by Dercylidas and handed on to Agesilaus, 
is not mentioned elsewhere. They were no doubt veterans who had served under Cyrus. 

xx. 7-8. In the previous summer (i.e. 396) Agesilaus had invaded Hellespontine 
Phrygia (@pvyia } mapadadarridws as it is called in xxi. 17) as far as Dascylium; cf. Xen. 
Hell. iii. 4. 12 sqq., Diod. xiv. 79. 3. On the present occasion after descending from the 
Mysian Olympus he turned eastward along the valley of the Sangarius. 

9 sqq. Sr Op adarn|v : P has SmOpaSarns here twice, but SrOpidarns in Xx. 19. 37 and 
xxi. 3 in common with the MSS. of Xenophon and Plutarch. The form 3m6paddrns, which 
occurs in Ctesias Fr. 52, is more correct ; cf. the variation with regard to ‘Padavns (xX. 35). 
Spithradates is mentioned in Xen. Anaé. vi. 5. 7 as one of Pharnabazus’ lieutenants. The 
circumstances attending his desertion to Agesilaus are described more precisely in /7e/Z. iit. 
4. 10; it there appears that he was won over by Lysander and joined Agesilaus before the 
campaign of 396, whereas the present passage is vague as to the date of his arrival and 
in the absence of other evidence would produce the impression that it took place in 395. 
Concerning the origin of his quarrel with Pharnabazus (xx. 12) Xenophon in /e/l. 2. c. says 
only that he was éAarrovperdy tu ind apvaBafov, but in Ages. 3. 3 he assigns as the reason 
the fact that the satrap wished to take Spithradates’ daughter dvev yduov. The detail that 
he first fled to Cyzicus (xx. 15) is in accord with Xenophon (He//. 7. c.). With regard 
to Megabates (xx. 16) in the He//, (iv. 1. 6 and 28) Xenophon merely hints at Agesilaus’ 
attachment to him, but P’s blunt statement in xx. 19-20 is amply confirmed by the stories 
in Ages. 5. 4-5, copied by Plutarch, Ages. 11. The daughter of Spithradates, who plays an 
important part in Xenophon’s story of the negotiations with the Paphlagonian king (ell. iv. 
I. 4-15), is ignored by P; cf. xx. 37, note. 

16. Wilamowitz would insert rév before vidy. 

25. Aedvrov Kepadai: Plutarch (Zhem. 30) calls it Acovroxépadov, and indicates that 
it was on the main road from Susa to Sardis. Appian, who (A/zthr. 19) employs the form 
Aedvtav Kedadn, says that it was ras Ppvyias 6xuperaroy ywpiov. The site of it is uncertain; 
Ramsay (Cities and Bishoprics of Phrygia, p. 229) would place it near Ayaz-Inn. Since 
Agesilaus proceeded next to Gordium (1. 29) Aedvrwy Kepadai seems to be in the parts of 
Phrygia watered by the Sangarius or its tributary the Tymbris. 

29. mad mpds Tépdvov: on the site of Gordium, which was on the Sangarius, see 
A. Korte, Gordion (Ergdanzungsheft v d. Jahrb. d. arch. Inst. 1904). Agesilaus had not 
been there previously, and radu is really otiose ; cf. vi. 34, note. 

30. Kareoxevacpevoy ka(r)as : cf. Theopompus Fr. 33 and p. 131. 

35. ‘Pa@dvou : he is clearly identical with the ‘Paiyns who appears as one of Pharnabazus’ 
lieutenants in Xen. Anaé. vi. 5. 7, Cyrop. 8. 3. 32, and Hell. iii. 4.13. It seems necessary 
therefore to emend Inyys to Mépons, though it is noticeable that the scribe specially draws 
attention to the reading Inyns by a paroxytone accent to distinguish the word from 
myns. 

37 sqq. P’s account of Agesilaus’ relations to the Paphlagonians is not only much 
briefer than Xenophon’s (//e//. iv. 1. 2-15), but differs in several important respects. 
That the scheme of making an alliance with them was due to Spithradates is stated by 
both writers, but while Xenophon says that Agesilaus entered Paphlagonia and negotiated 
with the king in person, persuading him to marry the daughter of Spithradates, P represents 
Agesilaus as remaining on the border and using Spithradates as intermediary. Plutarch 
(Ages. 11) abridges Xenophon with slight variations, which do not warrant Sachse’s sugges- 
tion (op. cz/. p. 9) that Ephorus is here Plutarch’s authority ; cf. v. 59, note. The name 
of the Paphlagonian king is given as "Orvs in Xen, Hell. iv. 1. 3-14, Kérus in Xen. Ages. 3 
and Plutarch, Ages. 11 (as Meyer remarks, this seems to be an ancient emendation of 
"Orvs); and the king of Paphlagonia, whom Theopompus in the 35th book of the 
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Didurmexd (Athen, iv. p. 144 and x. p. 415) calls @ds (acc. Gedy, but in Aelian V. H. 1, 247 
when copying Athenaeus @dov) and Nepos (Daz. 2) Thuys, has generally been regarded 
as the same person, though the events recorded about him (his war with Artaxerxes 
Mnemon and capture by Datames) took place some fifteen or twenty years later than 395. 
Pp has yet another name for him, Tvys, a form which in itself is not objectionable (cf, Pvyns), 
but in view of the errors in the papyrus does not carry much weight; cf. pp. 131-2. 
Wilamowitz, who regards ©%s as the correct form, would restore it both here, where Tvuns 
may be corrupt for Tuys = ds, and in Xen. Hell. iv. 1. 2 et @Oo eis rv Maddayoviay oiv adrG 
tov tov IapAaydvev Bacwréa cis Aéyous déo, where he would read Cdiy for odtv av’to, Which 
Hartmann had already proposed to emend to”Orw, The form ”Orus occurs however several 
times in /Ze//. iv, 1. 3-14. 

Xxi. g. dia [rs BibuvidSos : cf. Xen. Hell. iii. 2. 2, where the invasion of Bithynia by 
Dercylidas is described. Theopompus probably treated of that campaign in the 8th book 
of the He/lenica, for several Bithynian names are quoted from it by Stephanus Byz. Since 
Agesilaus was anxious to return by a different, i.e. more northerly route, and Cius in 
Mysia on the sea-coast is the next place mentioned on his march (1. 13), he would naturally 
pass through Bithynia. dko|rarépas was suggested by Wilamowitz. drolverépes is also 
possible. The comparative adverb in -as is attested in neither case. 

10-2. Cf. Xen. Hell, iv. 1. 3 Kkaréd\ume 7H’ Aynorddw "Ors xiAlovs pev inmeas SurxtAtous Se 
meAtaaTds, Tmept xeAiJous is possible in ]. 12, but a number ending in kootous, e. g. évveaxoailous, 
is more likely, especially as P and Xenophon do not agree precisely with regard to the 
number of the ze(ot. 

15. méA|wv, unless merely redundant (cf. xx. 19, note), refers to the former plundering 
of Mysia in xix. 8. 

avO ov «rd. Cf, xix. 14-8. 

18. MiAjrov Tetxos is clearly identical with the town near the confluence of the 
Macestus and Rhyndacus (cf. |. 20), known in later times as MuAnrou médus OF MiAnrémoXs ; 
ef. Strabo xii. 8. 10, xiv. 5. 29. 

21. Aa(o)kido[y: Agesilaus’ arrival at Dascylium is also recorded by Xenophon 
(Hell. iv. 1. 15), who describes the richness of the district surrounding the facidea of 
Pharnabazus (cf. Il. 22-4), but without mentioning the dispatch of Pancalus with the booty 
to Cyzicus (ll. 25-33). His statement that Agesilaus passed the winter there is in accord- 
ance with P’s description of Agesilaus’ plans in Il. 33 sqq. 

25-6. Pancalus is only known from the present passage ; émBdrns is somewhat curious 
and is possibly an error for émoroAeds. The fact that Cheiricrates is still spoken of as 
vavapxos produces a conflict with Xenophon ; cf. xv. 33, note. 

31. Some participle like [8&ypmracp|évor (Bury) is required. 

33. tods dé rhs Miv|oials: by these are apparently meant the Mysians who had joined 
Agesilaus according to xix. 6-7, and whose homes were therefore not far from Dascylium. 
That Agesilaus should have disbanded all the soldiers who had served under him in Mysia 
(as the words might mean) is incredible, for his position at Dascylium was far from secure. 
Xenophon (fell. iv. 1. 17) states that owing to the lack of precautions he was attacked by 
Pharnabazus. 

35-9. Tlov emdvra xepava is to be connected closely with mapalox|eval(épevos, not with 
Baditew, a winter campaign being of course out of the question. Agesilaus’ intention of 
invading Cappadocia is not recorded by Xenophon, but he credits him even when obliged to 
retire to Thebe with ambitious dreams of conquest (He//. iv. 1. 41 mapeoxevatero yap 
mopevadpevos ws Svvaito dvetdtw, vopi{av ondca omuabev romoato €Ovn mdvta aroorepnoey Bacihéas : 
cf. the more rhetorical description in Ages. 1. 36 émwody kai hrifav Katadvoew Thy ert THY 
‘E\AdSa oTparevoacay mpdrepov apxnv). Hence there is no reason to doubt P’s statement that 
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Agesilaus entertained the plan of invading Cappadocia, although not only did unexpected 
obstacles, first the desertion of Spithradates and then his own recall to Europe, prevent any 
attempt to put the scheme into execution, but the plan itself was based on a complete 
misunderstanding of the geography. ‘The description of Cappadocia as ‘a narrow strip 
reaching from the Pontic sea to Cilicia and Phoenicia’ (i.e the gulf of Issus) is of course 
inaccurate, and the distance from Sinope to the southern coast (Il. 37-8) was no doubt much 
underestimated. In this respect however Agesilaus only shared the general misconception 
of the ancient Greek world with regard to the shape of Asia Minor, which even later than 
the fourth century B.c. was conceived of as a kind of triangle, of which the apex was formed 
by a comparatively narrow isthmus joining Sinope to the Gulf of Issus; cf. Strabo’s dis- 
cussion (xiv 5. 21) of the views of Apollodorus and Artemidorus. The latter writer had 
estimated the width of the isthmus at 1500 stades, which, as Strabo rightly remarks, are 
just half the correct number, and Pliny is no nearer the mark when he reckons the distance 
as only 200 Roman miles. That the journey from Sinope to 7 épew) Kudcxia could be 
accomplished in five days was the opinion of Herodotus (i. 72, ii. 34), who in the former 
passage uses the word avxjv to describe the position of Cappadocia, and five days is also the 
duration of the journey from Sinope to Soli on the Cilician coast according to Scylax 102. 
Scymnus (who is probably following Ephorus), criticizing Herodotus’ view, estimates it at 
seven days. Herodotus’ statement has been explained (Wiedemann, Herodots zwettes Buch, 
p- 145) aS a misunderstanding of the time occupied by the relays of Persian postal 
messengers, and is certainly wide of the truth. But that Agesilaus was better informed 
is unlikely, and the incomplete sentence in Il. 38-9 may well have continued évrés mévre 
nuepav, followed by «is SdéAous mopeverOa or the like. 

Fr. 16. The compactness of the writing makes it almost certain that this fragment 
belongs to Cols. v or vi. It is more probably in the second than in the first hand. 

Fr. 17. The apparent mention of Tissaphernes renders it probable that this fragment 
belongs to Col. iv. Like Frs. 18, 23, and 38, it comes from the top of a column. 

Fr. 19. 8.. ’ApxelAaid?: cf. Fr. 20. 11 and iii. 22, note. Possibly the reference is to 
king Archelaus of Macedonia (cf. ix. 29), not to the ship (?) Archelais. Fr. 20 is probably 
to be placed in a line above or below Fr. 19, but apart from the supposed connexion with 
Col. iii the position of these two fragments, together with 18 which seems to belong to the 
top of the same column as Frs. rg and 20 on account of its colour and general appear- 
ance, 1s quite uncertain. There is a possible mention of Lysander in Fr. 20. 6. 

Frs. 2x and 22. That these two fragments belong to Cols. vii or viii is almost 
certain on account of the colour of the recto. 

Fr. 29. This fragment does not suit iii. 19-22 or vi. 42-5. 

Fr. 33. The exceptional blackness of the ink in this fragment suggests that it 
comes from Col. ix. But it is not certain that it belongs to 842 at all. The recto 
is blank. 

Fr. 44. This fragment is from the bottom of a column, like Fr. 61. 

Fr. 65. That this fragment and 68 belong to 842 is not certain. 

Frs. 71-2. It is very doubtful whether these fragments come from 842. Fr. 71 is 
written in a larger hand and on thicker papyrus than elsewhere, and some traces of writing 
on the recto seem to be in a different hand from the two hands of the land-survey, while 
on the recto of Fr. 72 is some writing proceeding in the opposite direction to that of the 
land-survey and in a different hand. 
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843. PLATO, Symposium. - 
Height 31-1 cm. Plate VI (Cols. xxxi-ii). 


THIS, the largest literary papyrus found at Oxyrhynchus, consists of the 
latter half of a roll containing the Symposium of Plato. The part covered 
is from 200 B to the end, comprised in thirty-one columns of which four 
(xix-xxii) are missing entirely, while two others (i and xviii) are represented by 
small fragments ; but the remainder is in a very fair state of preservation. The 
space occupied by a column with the adjacent margin is about 10 cm. in 
breadth, and the total length of the roll may thus be estimated at some 23 
or 24 feet. The small and well-formed but somewhat heavy writing exempli- 
fies a common type of book hand, and probably dates from about the year 
200 A.D. N at the end of a line of full length is written as a stroke above the 
preceding vowel; and the common angular mark is freely added at the end 
of short lines. Double dots are as usual employed to mark the alternations 
of the dialogue, but sometimes appear in other positions than at the end of 
a speech, e.g. in ll. 955 and 1221. A single high point is used, more especially 
in the latter part of the papyrus, to mark a pause; the marginal paragraphus 
commonly accompanies both forms of punctuation, or stands by itself without 
them, Other lectional signs, apart from the diaeresis, are rare and for the most 
part due to a second hand which has corrected the decidedly careless work of the 
original scribe. The corrector’s ink, however, does not differ markedly in colour 
from that of the text, and in the case of minor insertions the two hands are 
at times difficult to distinguish. But as they are certainly not separated by any 
wide interval of time the question has no great practical importance. The 
clearest instance of a rough breathing by the first scribe occurs in 1. 352. In 
cases of doubt we have as a rule credited alterations to the corrector, to whom is 
also due an isolated and seemingly futile scholium at 1. 391. 

The text, as so often with papyri, is of an eclectic character, showing a decided 
affinity with no single MS. . Compared with the three principal witnesses for the 
Symposium it agrees now with B against TW, now with the two latter as against 
the former, rarely with T against BW (ll. 112, 180, 297, 350, 435, 660) or with 
W against BT (ll. 183, 674, 776, 966, 1007, 1015). Similarly in a passage cited 
by Stobaeus some agreements with his readings against the consensus of BTW 
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are counterbalanced by a number of variations from Stobaeus’ text (cf. notes on 
ll. 141-79). A few coincidences occur with variants peculiar to the inferior MSS., 
the more noticeable being those with Vindob. 21 alone or in combination with 
Venet. 184 (Il. 59, 898, 986, 999, 1194) and Parisin. 1642 alone or with Vat. 229 
(ll. 349, 462, 1196). Of the readings for which there is no other authority, 
including several variations in the order of words, the majority, if unobjectionable, 
are unconvincing. The more valuable contributions, some of which are plainly 
superior to anything found in other MSS., are: 1. 92 em, 1. 112 the omission of kai 
(so Stallbaum), 1. 239 av en, where BTW have a meaningless dp, 1. 368 xadw as 
conjectured by Badham for r@ «., l. 471 perexes as restored by Stephanus (ueréxery 
MSS.), 1. 517 rexew confirming a conjecture of Hug (xvetvy MSS.), 1. 529 exvOvyn as 
conjectured by Stephanus (éiOvjet MSS.), 1. 577 kat ov omitted by MSS., 1. 699 
Beopidrer (-7/ BTW), 1. 770 xaride[v (?) (kadigew MSS.), 1. 898 por (probably) with 
Vind. 21 (uov BTW), 1. 1142 dcaBadre. as conjectured by Hirschig (d1aBadn BTW). 
On the other hand in many cases the papyrus once more proves the antiquity of 
readings which modern criticism rejects or suspects. 

In the accompanying apparatus, which is based on Burnet’s Oxford edition, 
we usually confine ourselves to the readings of BTW. With regard to the last 
named MS., Prof. H. Schone of Basel has very kindly placed at our disposal his new 
collation which often supplements and sometimes corrects the report of Burnet. 
Occasional references to the readings of other MSS. are derived from the edition 
of Bekker, and that of Schanz has also been consulted. We neglect minor 
orthographical variations such as def and aie/, the interchange of 1 and «, « and &, 
édv and dy, occurrence of elision, crasis, and v édeAxvotixdy, and attraction of 
consonants. 


Colt, 
5 lines lost. 
6 ] Bovdrou 200 B 
[To taxupos evar havar Tov Ywx]pa 
40 lines lost. 


Col. ii. 
[TovTwy wy] av evdea mapny avtw) 200 E 
[yar gavae ejniel|e dn Tours avapyyvyn 201 A 


50 [a]Onre z[Lv]ov epnoda ev Tw royw etvat 
Tov eplalra et de [BlovAee eyo oe avapvn 
TH ola yap GE OUTwWOEL THOS ELTrELY) 
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oT. Tors Oeots KaTtecxevacbn Ta mpay 
para de [elpwral] s || Kadov aicxpov yap 
[oluK en €pws ovx ovTwce Tws EdEveS 
[elirov yap gavat tov Ayabova: Kat 
[elmeeckas ye Aeyeils w eraipe havar) 
Tov Yw@KpaTyn Kat €l TOUVTO oVTws) 


4 
exet adAo TL 0 Epws Kaddous av etn [[o]]) 


60 Epws atoy{| pllous de ov wpodoyer: ovKou 


65 


70 


80 


[wpol|AoynTac ov evdens eoTe Kal pn 
[tlou 
[exe] Tov [elpav: vat emery: evdens) 


[ap clots Kat ovk exe 0 Epws Kaddos) 
[avlaly|kn hava: te de To evdees Kar 
[Aovs] kat pndlalun KexTnpevov Kar 


[Aos apla [A]eyels] ov Kadov evar: ov dyta: 


[ere oluy opodoyes epwra Kadov eEtvat 

[ec TavTla ovrws exer: Kat Tov Ayabw) 
[va ere] @ Swxpares xwdvvevo 

fovdey €\devat wy ToTE ETov: Kal) 

[un Karhos ye eras havat wo Ayabo 
[aAAa@ opikpov] ert ere Ta ayaba ov) 
[kat Kara Ookelt oor Elva: Eporye: EL a 
[ 


pa o epws Toly Kadov evdens eot 


{—] 


[ra dle ayabla] kaka kay tov ayabo 
[evde]n[s] en: eyo pavat wo Saxpares 
[oot oluk av dvvapny aviTireyew 
aAAG OUTWS EXETO wS OV eEyels: OV) 
pev ovy Tn adn[Ojea pavat w pire) 
[Ayladov dvvacat avTideyety erret 
Seoxparet ye ovdev yadreTov Kat ce) 


pev ye non cacw Tov de Aoyov Tov 


mept Tov] epwTos ov moTe nkovTa) 


Be 
yuvatixjos Mavtivixns Atori{|v]jas 


201 B 


201 C 


201 D 
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85 [lolly tavra Te copy nuiac]] Kae adda) 
morrla] Kat AOnvasois more Ovoape 


vols mpo Tov Aotpou deka ETH ava 
THs 
Bodny [e]romnoato vooov n Oy Kat 


cue Ta epwrika edidagey ov ovy 
90 Aoyov exewn EheyeEY TELPAaTOpat 
Upew SvedOew eK Tov wpLodoyn) 
pevoy enor kat Ayabwri avtos €) 
7 euavtTouv ores av duvalujar dec 


6n wo Ayabov worep ov dinfynalo) 


Gol ait. 
95 SteAOety avTov mpwrov Tis EoTLV 


0 €pws Kat omoLos TIS ETELTA TA EP) 


ya avtov doket ovy pot pactov et) 


[-] 


vat ouTw dveAO Ely ws more pe n ge 
vn avaKpewovoa dine axedov de 
100 TL K&L €Y@ mMpos auTny ETEPA TOL) 
auTa €deyov olamep vuy mpos ene Ayabor) 
ws €ln 0 Epws peyas Oeos ein Se Twy Kadov) 
nreyxe On pe TovToLs ToLs AoyoLs oLoTEp) 
eyo TOUTOV WS oUTE KaAOS ElN KATA TOV) 


105 €“ov oyov ovre ayabos Karyw mas €hy 


Ss 
Aeyets @ Alora aicoxpol|y]| apa o epws eart 
Kal KakoS; Kal 1) ovK evdnunoers edn 4) 


ole. oTt €av pn Kadov n avaykatoy av) 


TO €lVal aloxpov: padloTa ye: n Kal av 
110 fn copov apabes n ovk noOnoat ore €) 
aT TL peTagv oodias Kat apabias: 

"tt Touro: To opba So€agew avey rov 


exe Aoyov dovvar ouvk oicba ep ort 


OUTE emictacbat €OTLV aXoyov yap 7pay 


201 E 


202 A 
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115 fa ws av ein EmloTHLN oUTE apa) 
Oia to yap Tov ovTos TvyXavoyv Tras 
av en apabia eotr Se Snmov To.ovTo 
n opOn Sofa petagy ppovnoews Kar) 
apabias adnOn nv & eyw reyes: pn) 


120 Tolwvy avayKage [o] pn Kadov eaTiv) 
aicxpov eva pnd o pn ayabov Kako 
ovTw de kat Tov eplora [emerdn autos 
omoroyes pn e_var ayabov pnlde Karo 
pndev TL wardov ovov Sew alvjrov aw) 

125 Xpov Kat Kakov €ltvat adda TL: peETa) 

 €v rovrow egy kat pny nv © eyw o+ 
poroyeralt] ye mapa mavTwv peyas) 
Oeos etvat Tov pn evdorav edn Tray 


Tov eyes n Kal Tov eldoTwy: fvpTa 


130 T@oY pey ovy Kat Nn yeAaoaca Kal THs) 
av epn @ YwKpares ofodoyoTo peyas 
Oeos eva mapa TovTav o gaciv avo 


ovde Oeov etvar tives ovtor nv 86 eyw) 


Ss 
eu pev efn ov pia 6 eyw Kalyw ecTrov) 


135 Tals Toujro Aeyers: Kat n padiws edn Ae 


ye yap [pjou ov mavras Beouvs grfs] evdarpol 


vas elvat Kat Kadous n ToAunoals av) 
Twa pn pavat Kadov TE Kat evdalt|yo 
va Oewy ewar pa At ovk eywy e¢[ny 
140 evdlaipjovas de dn [Aleyers ofv] Tous Ta 
y[ada Kale Ta Kaha KexTHpEVOUS :) 


Col. iv. 


ov Tous Tayaba Kal Ta Kada KEK[TN|WE 


vous: mavu ye adda pny epwra [ye] @) 
Horoynkas Ou evderay Tov ayalOjov 
145 kat Kadov emOupev avtey ziolv) 


Tov wv evens eaTiv: wpodoyn) 


202 B 


202 C 


202 D 
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ka yap mos av ovy Oeos ein 0 ye Tov) 
Kadov Kali ay|a0av apotpos: ovda) 
os @s ye eoLKEV: opas ovy ey oTL) 
150 Kat ov epota ov Oeov vopiges: Te [ov 


av ednv ein o epwos Ovntos: nkto7la 


ye: adda TL Pnv: woTmEp TA TWpOTE 


pa edn petagv Ovntov Kat ablalva 


Tov TL ovy w Aloripa Saipory ple 
155 yas @ SwKpares Kat yap may To da) 
povioy peragu eat Oeov TE Kal) 20% FE 


Ovy7ov: Twa nv 6 eyw duvap.y) 


exov: Eppnvevoy Kat SlamrpoOpev 


ov Oeots Ta Tap avOpwrov Kat av) 
160 Opwros Ta Tapa Oewy Tov pev Tas 
denoes Kat Ovoras Tov de Tas em) 
tages Te Kat apolBas Tov Ovo.wy 
em pecw de ov aphorepwy ovpmdAn 
pol wate To Tay avto avTw €uvde) 
165 decbat Ota TovTov Kat  pavTtKY 
TATAa Xw@pel Kal N T@Y Lepewy TEXVN 
Tov TE Tept Tas Ovotas Kat Tas [TIe) 
[Ace]ras Kat Tas em@das Kat Thv [ula 203 
[Tlecav macav Kat yontiav Oeos de 
170 arOpwomrw ov peryvuTat adda dia 
t[olurov maga eoTlv n omtdia Kat 7) 
d{ijadexros Oeois mpos avOpwrous 
[kat] eyAnyopool]o]|¢ Kat Kabevdovor Kar 


os 
[0 pely wept Ta TolavTa ofos da{t]uo) 


175 (viols avnp o de addo Tt codos wy n) 
MEpl TEXVAS 7 TEPL XELpoUpyLas 7(L|) 
vals} Bavavoous ovrot dn ot Satpoves 
Tool TE Kal TavTOOamoL ELoLY ELS 
de TovTwy: co7[t Kali o Epws: marpos 


180 de nv 0 eyw Kat pntiplos Tivos ecru: 


185 


190 


195 


200 


205 


210 
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Hakpotepov pev edn Oinynoacbat 203 B 
opws Oe wot Epw oTe yap eyevetio| n A 

ppodertn tatiwvTo ot Beor ot TE [addrole 

Kat o tTns Mnzidos tos ITopos en{elon 

de edemvnoay mpocatnoovea oto 

dn evwxtas ovens adixero y II [elu 

a Kat nv [mlept Tas Oupas o ovy IIo[pos 

peOvobes tov r[ex]rapos ovos [yap 


Colsive 


ovmT® nv es Tov Tov Atos KnTov e€[€]A) 
Oov BeBapnpevos evdev n ovy Ilene 
emtBovrevovea Oia Thy auTns a7ro) 
piav matd.ov moinoacbat ex tov IIo) 
pov KaTakXElVETal TE Tap aUTw Kal 303 C 
exunoe Tov epwra do dn Kat tTns A) 
d{poder|rns KaAns ovons ate ovv IIo 
[pov akjodovbos Kat Ocparay yeyovev 
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fovos amroAdvelv olos T NV Ta T aA 


Aa Kat ively ovk €bedXw@y oTrOTE a) 


985 rvialyxacbern mavras exparel’ Kat 


[o| mlav|rov gikaotoencoy Saoxpa 
itT]n peOvovta ovdets mwmote €w) 
plalkey avOpwrwv tovtov pev ov 
pole Soke Kat avTikKa o edeyxos €) 
990 [vecO]a: mpos de av tas Tov yxELpo 


€l 
[vos Kaplrepnol[al|s d[elwoie] yap avo 
[Oc xetporles Oavplalora eipyace 
[ro ta Te adjAa [kat] mote ovtos [lv ||7a 


you otov dleivolrarov Kat TayTev 


Col. xxvii. 


995 1) ovK efcovtwy [elvdobev n ex [tls €) 
§.0r nugecpevor [[d]] re Oavpacra by 
ooa Kat Urodedemevay Kar erlec\Uy 
Hevev tous [modas elts mecdov[s| Kat 
apvaktoas outos [ely tlourouls e€[nee 


Looo €xav iuatioy plev] ToLovror [o.oly 


220 A 


220 B 


843, PLATO, SYMPOSIUM 


TEP KL mpoTEpoy eElwber Pope] av 
umodn[tlos de dia tov KpvaraldrlAou 
paloly emopevero n ot adAoL trode 
[eH ler[ole oc de orpatiwral:| i[meB)re 
1005 mov] avitjov ws Katadpovolvly[7ja o) 
Plev] Kat tavta pev On Tavta oLoy 
6 [av] Tod eplelée [klar erAn KapTepos 
av|n|p exec rojre emt oTpatias a€vov 
ax 


olvolat auvvolnoas yap avrob) 


toto [ewbey Te eoz|yKE|L GKOTT@Y KaL ETL 
On ov mpovlxape|t avT@ ovK aven) 
aldAa] evoryiKer C\nt@y Kat non 7 
peonuBpia [kal avOpwroa no[Olavo 
To k{at| Oavplalfovres addos ado 
1015 e€Aeyey oTe Swxparyns ws e& col] e]|e 
violv dpovti(wy zi eaTnKEe: TedeV 
tlwv|res Sle tues tov Iwver e) 
men [eomepa nv dellrvnoarTes 
k[at ylap Oepols tore ye [nv ylapevvia) 
1020 e€[elveykape|vo.] apa pey ev To oye 
k[a@n|vdov alya 6 elpvdatrov avrov) 
[ee kal Tnv vuKta] eorH~or o de evaTn 
ket [mexpt ews eyevlero Kat nAtols] ave) 
axev e[meiTa wxeET|O amimv mpocevga 
1025 plevjos [Tm nALw et] dle] BovrAecbe Kau ev) 
Tals palxas TouTlo yap On diKatov ye 
avtw [amodovyja: ore ylalp n payn 7 
e€ ns epoe [kat Tla aplijoriela edooay a 
oTparniyot ouvdles [a|AdNos ene erooey 
1030 a[vOlpwrev [n ovtos| TEeTpwLEVoY) 
[ovk €OleA@y alrodurely adda ovvd.e 
alwoe Kal| Ta oma [kal avlrov EME Kal eyw 
Hlev] @ Soxpares klae tolre ekedevov) 
aolt dlidovat ta apto[tera| Tovs oTpatn) 
ssa; 
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1035 ylous| Kat Tovro ye pol] ovTe ney] ye oUTE €) 
plets] ore wevdlouat] afdd\la yap Tov oTpa) 
[tTnyev] mplos To enol a€{tlopa amoBr« 
[movrwr| Kjar Bovdlopevav epor did0) 

[vat Ta apiotera| avtols| mpobvporepos 

1040 [eyevou Tay otpaltnywv ene AaPey) 


[n cavrov ert Tolyuy w alyd|plels a[g\so 


Col. xxviii. 


[nv Oeac|acOat Swkpatny ore amo Andtov 
[puyn alvex@per To oTpatomredoy: eETVXG 


ylap maplayevopevos tmmov €x\@v| ovtos 


1045 O[€ omAa|: avexwper ovv eck edacpe|yioly 
n[6n] tov avOpwrwv ovTos TE apa Kat 
[Alayns kat eyo mepitvyxavel’ Klat tow 
evOus mapakedrevopar Te avTolw Oap 
€ 
ply Kat €Aeyov oTL ovK amoAEL Yo avT7w 


1050 ¢vTljav0a On Kat KadAeloy eOeacapn 
[Soxparn n [ev] IToz[e\oara: avros yap) 
ntrov ev gloBlw n Otja To eb ummov eva 
Tpaltoly pev olcov| mepiny Aaxntos Tw 


evpplwy eat emeita epjotlye edoxet w A 


1655 pliotopaves to ololy dn TouvTo Kat eKeL) 


dvatropeve[c Oat waomep Kat evOade Bpev 


Ovopevos Te Kat [T\o aiene (ma|paBar 
Awy npe“a traplaloxoT@y kiat| Tous du 
Aovs Kal Tous ToAEmLovs OniAlos wy) 
1060 mavTl Kat mavu moppwblely o7t et TLS 
avvaito tlovtov roly avdpos pada) 
Eppopevlws aluvvertat: do kat acha 
~ Aals almnel Kal avTOS Kal oO ETEPOS TYE) 
doy] yap re Tov [olurws Siakeipevo 
1065 €v Tm Trodeuw ovde amrovTat alAdrla 


22T A 


221 B 
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[tolus mpotpotadny gevyovrals du 221 € 
w@kovatv’ troAdka pev ovy aly] zis Kale 
— adAla €xol Swkparny emaivera Kat) 
Oavpacia alkda Tov adlAwv [elmityndev 
1070 pfaToy Tax av T\Ls| Kalt] mept ajAjAov ToL) 
aura emo. to de dn pder{t alyOpov 
~— ojsotov elv[al| pnte Tov] Tadatlov pny 
Te Tov |vuy ov\rwy [rovTo ag€ijov may 
Tos Oavplarols ovos yap [AxiArlAeus eyeve 
1075 TO ameckjacelley av zis Kat] Bpacidaly] 
Kat addAovs Kiar oltos alu ITepixAjns kar Ne) 


aTopa Kat Avtnviolpa: evar de [klat eTe[pjou Kar tovs 
a a 
ahdous KT& TaUTAa av Ts] Kat Tous addAous a|) 221 D 


metKagot olos Olé olvtoot yeyovey [nly 
1080 atomiay avOpwmos Kat avros Kat ot Alol 
you avrov oud eyyus av evpo. Tis (nToV 


OUTE TMV VUY OUTE ToY TaAalwV’ EL 


Hn apa ots eyw |Aey|m ametkagor Tis av 
tov avOpwm|iayv pev| pndeve Tots [dle> 
1085 celAnvios] Kale catuplods| avtov Kaie]) 
Tous Aoyolus Kat yap ovy Klat Toutio ely) 
Tous [wpwrors mapeAumov olrt Kat] ot Ao 


Col. xxix. 


yol avtTov opoltlorarot elo Tolls oeliAnvors 


Tois OLovyopulevois| ec yap €OeAlor Tt\s TH a1 E 


1090 S[wx|parous akovier|y Aoyor Plavecely [aly 
mlalvu yerotolt| z7[0| m[plwtov TolavTa kale 


ovomaTa Kall] pnuata efwbev Tepe) 


apl|lexovrae gatupov twa UBpiorov 

do[paly: ovovs yap KavOnduvous deyer 
1095 Kal [x]aAKeas TLvas Kal oKUTOTOLOUS 

kat Bupaodlewjas Kat ae dia Tay avTw@ 


21 
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TavTa pawwerat AeyEely waTE aTrELpos 


s 
Kat avontos avOpwrolu|] mas av Tw) 


Aoy[@ KatayeAlaceey SLovyopevous 


1100 de idwy av Tis Kal ev[To|s avT@Y ‘yyvo 


Hevos mpwTov pev viovv] €xovTas ev) 
Sov povovs evpnoet Tov Aoywv Emel 
ta Qeorarouvs Kat mAcLoTA [alyaApa 
TQ AapeTNS EV aUTOLS EXOVTAaS Kal €) 
1105 ml mAEloTOY TivoyTas paddov 6 emt 


Tav ogov mpoonkiel o\Komrevy TH per 


AovTe Kardw Kayabw ececOa TavTa 


TavTa eT w avdpes a eyo Bwxkpa 


T) €TalVm Kal av a pephopat cup 


vu 
1110 pegas nuely] emov a pe UBpicev) 
Kal MEVTOL OUK Ee povov TauT|a})> 


mem[olinkev adda Kat Xapuidnv [0 


Dravk{olvos cat Ev6ju}dnpov tov [41] 


okA€ous Kat addovs TroAAOUS* ous ov 
1115 7[ols e€aratav ws epactns maidika 
Haddov avtos KabioTaTal avT Epa) 


aTou' a On Kat co deyw Ayabov pn €) 


a 
famatacbat to z[ovro add |lu||ro te 


neETEepov TaOn|paToly yvovTa) 

1120 evAaBnOnvat Kat pln Kalra THY Ta) 
pouiav womep vnirio\y mabovTa) 

ND [y|vovat: evmrovros dn tTavta Tou 


a AdkiBiadov yerora yeverOat [elm 
13 
™ Tapnoia avTov ort edoKker T(t] € 


1125 pwTikws exelv Tou Ywkparous) 
Tov ovy Swkparnl:] vypewv por 


a ae 


doxes [[e]]ov @ AdkiBiady [olv yap 
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av TOTE OVTw Ko-~ws KUKAw) 
mepiBarroperio|s apavicat [ve 

[xeltpets ovvexa TavTa talvjra 

[elp|nKas xialc ws [ely [waplepyo dn[re]]) 
[Aeylov emt Tedleluz(ns aluto eOnKkas) 


Col. xxx. 


@S OU TaYTA TOUTOU EVEKa ELpnKwS) 

Tov eue Kat [Alyabova diaBadrAc ot 
[oplevos dew ewe plev oclov epay Kat pn) 
[dlevos adAov [Alyabova Se tio cov epacbat 
Kat pnd vd [elvos addov add ovK edabes) 
adda TO GaTupikov cov dpapa TovTo 

k[at] oelAnvikoy KatadnXov eyeve 

To: a\X w pire Ayabov pndev mreov 
auto yevnTat ada TapacKkevagou 

omws Ee KaL oe pndeis dtaBadre Tov 
[oly Ayabwva eure Kat pnv © Yo) 
Kpares Kivduvevers adnOn deyle\v 
TEKMatpowat Se Kat ws KaTEKALYY 

€v [egw Epov TE Kat Gov iva xwpls) 


nas SuadkaBn: ovdev ovy mdeov) 


a o€ @ 
avT® eoTal adrA eyo Tap €AO|lellv Kata 


kKXAwvnoopali|: mavu ye gavar Tov 


1150 


Soxpatn Sevpo UrokaTw eov Ka) 


TakXelvou: w Zev eumety tov AXKL 


Biadny oa av macy timo Tov avOpw 


Tt55 


Tov overar pou Oey tmavTaxn TéEpl 
ado € 
ievat' add et pn Te @ Oavpaor ev [[pe]| 


pelo@ n\uov ea Ayabwva KaTaKel) 


[cOat] aA advyaroy gavat Tov) 


Soxpatn ov plely yap eue emnvecas 


17 
det de ewe av tov em Se€t emavel 
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eav ovv vo got KaTakrAlOn Ayala 
t L 


ov Onmov eme TaALY ETTavETETa TPL 
Um eyou pad{Ajov emaiveOnvat) 


QAX eacov w Slalluove Ka pn POovy 
t 
ons T@ pelpalkw vm euou emavedn 


val Kal yap mavu emlOupm avrov) 
eyK@placal tov iov davat tov Aya) 
Owva AdxkiBiadn ovK eo ows av) 


evade pevaipe adda mavrooll a|| par 
Nov petavacrn[alopat iva vmo Sw 


Kpatous emaiwelw: TavTa €ekelva) 


gavat tov AdrkiBiadny ta embora 


Swkparovs wapovTos Tov Kadov) 
peTadral Bef] advvarov addo| Kat vu 
ws evmopo kia] miOavoy Alolylov nlupler] 


wore Tap av[t|@ TovTovi KalTakelLobat 


Im75 


1180 


1185 


Tov pev ovjly| Ayabova ws Katia)Ket 
[coluevoy mlapla To Swxpariet| avit|cra) 


[cOjar e€aidvns de Kopactas nev 


Colfscext 


Tapmoddous emt Tas Oupas Kat emt 


TuxovTas av|lallewypevats e€vov) 
o 
TOS TLVOS ElowW ayTLKpUS TopevEbat 


ma{pa alpas Kat KatakdXever Oat Kat 
OopyBov peota mavTa evar Kat ov 
KeTL Ev KooUw ovdEeL avayKage 
aba Teel TapmoAvy olvoy Tov 
Hev ovy Epvéipaxyov ka tov Pat) 
dpov kat Tous addovs Tivas edn 0} 
Aptorodnpos otxyerOat amiovtTas €) 
avtov de vmvoy A\aBew kat KaTa) 


223 A 
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223°C 


IIgo 
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7 vu 


dapbev av[e]] modly alre [plaxpov rae 


vuKTov ovowy e€eypecOa: de mpos 


nuepav non adextpriolvav atdov 
Tov efeypomevols| dle] ide Tovs) 


€ 
Hev addous Kabridlovras Kat oLxo) 
Hevous Ayabwva de kat Soxpary 
kat Aptotopavn ert provous eypnyo 
peval Kat mively ey peyadns diva) 
Ans emu defia Tov ovy Ywxparn 


1200 


1205 


1210 


autos SiadeyerOat Kat Ta pev ar 
Aa o Aptorodnpos ovk edn peyvn 
cat Tov Aoywy ovTe yap e€ apxns) 


TapayeverOat UmovvoTtacely TE 
TOL 
TO pev kehadalov ehn mpocavay 


Ka¢ely Tov YwKpaTn opodoyev 
auTous Tov auTov avdpos elvat) 
Kopo@diay Kat Tpaywdiay emioTa 
cOat mole Kal Tov TEXYN TPAYw) 
Somolov ovTa Kwpmdorrotoy Elvat 
Tavra On avaykKagopevovs avTou|s| 


kat ov ahodpa emomevous vuorage 
Kat mporepov jev Kara] O]lapbev ro 


nv 
Apioroparl|ous]] nbn de nuepas yt) 


yvouevns tov Ayalwva Tov ovy 


1215 


Sbe 


Yoxpary KATQAKOLLITAVT A €KEL) 


avacTavTa 
vous amleval KaL wWOT7rEP el@Oer ere 


aOat Kat eXovTa ets Avktoy amo) 
vieWpapevoy womep addoTe THY) 
adAnv nuepav OlvjarpiBew Kar) 
k[ale ovrm diar(ple[plavra evs eorre 


pav otkol alvamravec Ola. : 


223 D 


281 


THE OXVRAYNCHUS PAPI RI 


Col. xxxii. Plate VI. 


1220 IIharwvos 


upmocioy : 


Unidentified Fragments. 


(a) (0) (c) (d) 
]oo[ eRe ae wee 
Jol ]. pol lel } « [lt 
|rol yl |kol jica” 
(e) (f) (g) (1) 
Jexal ral }- val ool. - [ 
Jeol ‘au7[ ]-[ J.-[ 
(2) (7) (A) (2) 
\eu Poa wer 
Jae Javor| Jo. [ jar{ 
)) Jox[ }. aa jo.[ 
(7) (7) (0) (p) 
Tee Ki Jox{ ]KAl Jako) 
(7) (7) (s) (¢) («) 
Jpe[ zl Jou[ Ja. [ ‘ 
° |e 


843. PLATO, SYMPOSIUM 283 


48. mapnv: |. mapn. 

54. €pora has been corrected (by the first hand?) from eporos. 

59. addo 1: sOBTW, Burn(et); the corrector’s reading ado 7 » is found in Ven. 184, 
Vind, 21. The letter at the end of the line has been so effectually deleted that its identity 
is doubtful ; the repetition of the article would be a ea blunder. 

62. -rov was omitted owing to dpuororeAcuroy, 

66. The final s of Neyes has entirely disappeared, alihoush the surface of the papyrus 
does not show signs of damage. 

69. w Swxpares kivduvevw: xivd. & Sox. MSS. 

71, eas: so Vat. 227; etres other MSS. 

719. pire: didrovpeve MSS, 

84. The original scribe blundered over the name Avoripas, writing a » (or perhaps 7) 
for » and separating the final s. W has pavriis for Mavruxkns and similarly pavrixn at 1. 671. 

85. » Of nv is altered from «, i.e, ewar was first written; the correction may be by éhe 
first hand. 

88, emomoaro: erouoe MSS., which agree with the corrector’s rns. 

89. The addition of the rough breathing on ov is due to the second hand. 

gO. Aoyov exewn edeyev: éx. EA. Ady. MSS, 

92. er: so Burn. who attributes this reading to W, but wrongly, W having dz’ like 
BT. én is found as a correction in the Cod. Coisl. and Paris. 1642. 

93. See dn: so TW; deiry B. 

94. dinlynolo: so MSS.; 8} #ynoo Burn. with Schanz. 

96. omowos: mows MSS. The second e in ewera was inserted after the « had been 
written. 

98-9. The word evn was originally wrongly divided. The scribe also began to write 
some other letter in place of the first a of avaxpewouca, 

99. S«: yap MSS. There is an apparently accidental diagonal mark below the line 
after Sune: 

105. edny Aeyeis: NEyers pny MSS. 

107. env was originally written for edn 1: the correction is probably by the second 
hand, which at the same time accented ole:. 

112. to opba Sokafew: so T, Burn. ra dpda W, 76 dpOodokatew B, &c. 

avev: kat dvev MSS. Schanz omits cai with Stallbaum. 

117. To.vro: towodrov MSS, 

125. The double dots and paragraphus marking a change of speaker are misplaced ; 
they should have come at the next line. 

126. rovrow edn: &pn tovr. MSS, 

131. The first o of oodAoyoro has been corrected from , perhaps by the second hand. 

135. The papyrus omits efyv, which the MSS. read before Aeyes. 

141. ta kata: so B; om. ra Burn. with TW, Stobaeus. W inserts dyaOovs xai after rous. 

142-3. The dittography is marked bya line drawn above the superfluous letters. 
Cf. ll. 195, 333, 695-6, 712, &c. 

1447. mos av: so B, Stobaeus; mas 8 cv TW, Burn. 

ye tov: so Burn. with TW, Stobaeus ; y’ ov B. 

148. a Of apoipos seems to have been converted from an o. 

153. «pn: so TW; env B, Stobaeus, Burn. 

156. re: so BT, Burn.; om. W, Stobaeus. 

158. dScampoOpevov: the common Egyptian spelling at this period. 

163. 0 of ov corrected from o, 

167. ras [r]eAelras: so B, Stobaeus; om. ras TW, Burn. 
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168. [pelav|rlecan : so MSS. ; payetav Badham, Burn. 

173. l.eypnyopoor ; the interchange of Xandpiscommon. The deletion of the superfluous 
a was probably by the second hand. 

175. Stobaeus omits or, 

176-7. wept xepovpyias: so Stobaeus; om. mepe BTW, Burn. 

twas: the reading is not certain. a has been corrected (by the second hand?) 
apparently from o, and above the spot where 8 of Bavavoovs would be is the top of a 
rounded letter, which is probably 8 ora. Perhaps twos was first written, and the correction 
of o obscured the s which was rewritten above the line ; but the remains suit a # rather better. 

Bavavoous is a mistake for Bavavaos. 

178, mwoAAo re: SO Stobaeus; om, re BTW, Burn. 

179. There is a dot between » and e, and the two letters are rather farther apart than 
usual; but no pause here is possible. Stobaeus omits eore. 

180, Kat pytpos Twos eoTw: SO Originally (éor’) T ; in BW ris éori precedes kai p. 

183. icriwyro: so Wht (eier.) ; yorvavro Burn, with T, jor. B. 

189. e€[e|AOwov : eioeXOoy MSS. 

Igo. evdey: so some MSS. 3; yddev Burn. with BTW. 

194. ka: so BT, Burn.; om. W. 

195. kadns ... Ho[pov came in here from]. 200, the error being caused by the repetition 
of Adpoderrns. 

202. mens: So TW; zevins B. 

203. The second a in azados has been corrected from o. 

207. ae: but ae in ll. 203 and 209. 

208, vmaps: so Burn. with BW, Origen; -os T. 

211. [kadois| kat ayabos : rois k. Kai rois dy. MSS. 

213. ayo8as was apparently originally written, vas having been converted from po; 
pnxavas MSS. 

215. mopimos is a correction from gporimos, perhaps due to the original hand. zropicpes 
(B) and opricpds are also found. 

216. happaxers: 1. kat pb. with MSS. 

218-9. rns nuepas: ths adrns nu. MSS,; the omission is to be accounted for by the 
Opovoréheuror, 

219. kat: sO B; re kai TW, Origen, Burn. 

220. The corrector took the first sadw with amoéynoxe:, but there is little to be said for 
his reading, which has no other support. 

avaBtooxera: |. avaSiwox. The deletion of «is probably due to the corrector. There 
is a small dot between a and 4, but it may well be accidental. 

224. av kat: te ad kai T, Burn,, & ad xai Origen, te xai B. 

229. sopos: |. como. © Was apparently written originally in place of the first oc. 

230. xadrenn: yarerdv MSS. 

232. avrw: so T (air.), Wh (abr.) ; avré B. 

294, 07 so LW, Burn. } on B 

239. av en: dv BTW, omitting ety. ad Burn., who wrongly attributes this reading 
to W; it is found in Ven. 184, Vind. 21. The papyrus is probably right. 

243. peroév is a common spelling. 

248, wOns: 1. wnOns. 

251. eAdeyes: Aéeyers MSS. 

eat epwra : épwora evat MSS. 

252. otouqe: SO some late MSS.; ofua Burn. The o of ro is corrected from o. 

254. apov is a correction by the second hand from ayaéov. 
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255. TeAeov: téedeov MSS, 

262. The addition of kat ovrw brings the papyrus into accord with the MSS. 

265. te: so B, Burn.; om. TW. The letters -s Sw are corrected. 

266. epa: so BTW and other MSS. (épa), epg b; pS is necessary. Cf. |. 276. 

267. The accent on ris dubious. There are two short dashes visible above the line, 
meeting like av. 

268. The termination of avrw and ad in add have been altered, but it is doubtful what 
was first written, Perhaps aura: add should be read. 

ert toGer: SO TW, Burn. ; emenodet B, 

269. rovdee seems to be for rovavdi, though this form is not Platonic.  rowvde MSS. 
The r has been corrected from a 6. It is unlikely that ovav de was intended. 

270. X of cada corrected from x. 

272. x Of mpoyxeipas corr. 

273. 8 of amoxpetvacGa seems to have been altered, and the final « was perhaps not 
originally written. 

276. epa: so BTW as in |. 266; om. Ven. 184 and Schanz; épé Burn. with the 
Aldine edition. 

281-2. The second hand has made good the omission of the repeated evSamoves, 6 in 
Te2S1c1s Over >. 

282. « ep blotted. 

286. dle: soB; 8) TW, Burn. 

297. apa: so T, Burn.; om. BW. The supposed base of an ¢ above dos may be the 
left-hand dot of a diaeresis on «. 

302, Tr: rte BTW, ro Vind. 21, Burn. ro may be right, but the marginal & is 
unintelligible. 

308. ov is mistakenly omitted by W. 

309. exouow: so TW; eovow B, Burn. 

311. popiofy: so BT, Burn.; pévov W with péprov as a variant. 

314. tavra: |, rovro with MSS. 

316. edn[y| Neyets: Aéyers Env MSS. 

323. xpnpatiope was first written: the correction is likely to be by the second hand. 

327. exyov: tayovgw (BT W) or éyovow MSS. 

328. ein the termination of xduvevers has no doubt been converted from a o, kuvSuvevovor 
having been originally written. 

333. «wa, which was repeated by mistake, is cancelled by the line drawn over it; cf. 
l. 142, note. 

341. avOplwr|ot : so BT; of &y(Opar)o. W ; avOparon Bekker, Burn. 

342. The recurrence of rov aya@ov led to the omission of oa Soxover . . . ayabou, 
which has been supplied by the second hand in the upper margin. rov ayadov there is 
in agreement with BW ; raya6od T. . 

344. mpooderaov was written originally both here and in 1. 346. 

345. ow: so BT, Burn.; om. W. 

348. avra: so TW; avro B. 

349. de: so Paris. 1642; 87 BTW, Burn. 

rovro: sO MSS.; rovrov Bast, Burn. 

350. rav: so Tb, Burn. ; rév B, rov with v./. ray W. 

351. 0 of avro has been corrected from @. : avrov T. 

352. ovvraois: SO B, Burn. ; cvoraows TW. 

357. The two dots marking the end of the speech are misplaced as at ]. 125. The 
a of paénoopevos has been corrected. 
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361. 8): #5 MSS., as regularly; 7 8 7 Bekker, Burn. 

363. xac: so TW, Burn. ; om. B. 

364. thv: so BW, Burn.; om. T. 

368. kako: so Badham; 76 caté MSS. Burn. brackets » yap . . « toxos eorw 
with Ast. 

370. Touro is crossed through, probably by the corrector. 

372. evearwv: so B, Burn.; eorw TW. @ in adavaroy is corrected from ». 

373. ta: so B, Burn.; ratra TW. The second » of yevynars is blotted. 

376. Oew: SOB; Oeio T (v./. 6e6) W. 

382. é[vlorepara: cvoreipara T and (with v.2. -erac) W, Burn. ; ovvoreiperar B, 

383. ay lAerat : there is not room for av{ et |Nerat (BW, Burn.); dveiANecra T. 

386. mromos: so TW, Burn. ; roinors B. 

388. amodviely: so TW, Burn. ; amodavew 5; ' 

391. The marginal note is obscure. It seems to begin dv(ri rod) ot(rws) e/a and 
possibly refers to eev, though that word hardly required explanation. The letter after pw 
may be y and the following doubtful s may be € or perhaps o. For dy(ri rod) cf. e.g. 
841. II. 79. 

393. yeverews : yevrnoews MSS. ae yeveos: |. aevyeves with MSS. 

402. 7 Of re corr. 

404. acbaver: aicOavy Burn.; cf. 1. 422 dcavoe,l. 692 evOu wet, 

406, eniOupnon has been corrected from -pwo, probably by the second hand. 

412, TovTwy kat; SO BT, Burn. ; om. ka W. 

415. avra: aira MSS. The final a of raparewopueva has been corrected from o. 

421. edeyov: ad édeyov b, Burn.; dvedeyor B, dv eheyov TW. 

425. Atormua is perhaps intended, but Acar. was first written. 

431. a Of wpodroynoapey is corrected from o, 

432. There is a high dot between 6 and a of @avpage, but it is presumably accidental. 

435. te: the papyrus is rubbed, but the vestiges suggest re (so T, Burn.) rather than 
to(W). B has 16 elva: aOavaros, omitting kai. 

436. tm yeveoet is bracketed by Burn., following Vermehren. a of ae corr. 

438. The letters ev after kar have dots over them, which may mean that ev was to 
be cancelled ; but ev cannot be spared, and they are possibly unintentional. 

443. Tavra = tavta; ra aira MSS., Burn, ; similarly inl. 451. 

449. tpomo: toro B. 

452. The second y of yeyverac seems to have been altered from y, and Av in amodAura 
also shows signs of correction. 

453. ert: SOB, Burn.; éorw TW. 

462. prin: so Paris. 1462, Vat. 229, Sauppe; pennny BTW, &c., bracketed by Burn. 
with Baiter. Either pedéry . . . pvnun or pedérn . .. pvnun Would give a sense. 

465. The lectional marks added to ov rw warn the reader against the reading otro 
which is actually found in B. 

466. avrov: so B (Bekker) and some other MSS.; 1. avro. 

469. evkaradirew, the reading of the first hand, occurs in some inferior MSS.; éyxara- 
Aetreev BTW, Burn. 

471. perexec: the papyrus is the only authority for this reading, which was restored by 
Stephanus; peréyew MSS. 

472. aBavarov: so MSS. ; advvaroy Burn. with Creuzer. 

481. [ep}7: so BT, Burn.; om. W. The size of the lacuna indicates that the papyrus 
read ere: simply (B), not exec ye (TW, Burn.). 

487. esi so TW; es B, Burn. 
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490. mavras: so BT, Burn.; wavres W. ‘T. omits paddov. 

495-6. W omits av, . . mpoamofavey owing to the duooredevrov. 

498. 1. Baoievas, 

507. xara ta; so Paris. 1812, &c.; om. ra BTW, Burn. 

517. kunoerae was first written, a and ¢ interchanging as commonly. Cf. |. 747, &c. 
om. re MSS. 

rexew Confirms a conjecture of Hug (ricrew Jahn); «vety MSS., Burn. 

523. tas: so MSS.; ra Burn, following Sommer, 

526. av: soB; 8 ad TW, Burn. 

527. exkupov: |, eykupoy. 

Geos: so MSS. #4eos Burn. with Parmentier. 
enone exOupn agrees with a conjecture of Stephanus, punctuating after ov.  émOupet 

530. 67: so BT, Burn.; d¢ W. B has repi Sv for mepucy. 

539. wept: SO MSS. Burn. brackets with Stephanus. 

544. mapv kat arav is the order of BW, Burn. am. cata. T. The deletion of ovr is 
Aan by the second hand. 

551. The accent distinguishes mas dv from macav, and the mark of short quantity 
shows that dy is not equivalent to édv. ¢ in the termination of kexowwvnyxores is a correction 

554. ets Hovodov: om, es MSS. 

560. xarekumero: SO b, Burn.; xarédumev ... 7d B, xaredcivero TW. 

563. The papyrus probably had nuw, as B; tyiy TW, Burn. 

564. o ZoAwv: om. o MSS. 

566. EdAnot: ev “ENA. MSS. 

567. adda: |, kaka with MSS. 

568. car: om. MSS. 

571. The v of avOpwmvovs has been corrected from some other letter, perhaps e. 

570. env: 1. edn. 

577. xa. ov: om. MSS.; the addition adds emphasis and may be right. 

578. eav: ay MSS., Burn. The double dots after ns follow from the mistaken reading 
env in |. 576. 

582. avrov: so TW; avréy B, Burn. 

584. xa in kadovs is corrected, perhaps from moa. 

585. to em: so rightly BT ; 7@ én W. 

586. ro: so TW rightly; 76 B. ‘T omits em, 

590. rovro: so BW, Burn.; rovre T. 

592. There are small oblique dashes, which are presumably accidental, over the o of 
xataou and after eay in |. 597. 

597-8. xat eav: sO BT, kat dy W; xd@v Hermann, Burn, 

600. xa: so MSS,; Burn. brackets with Badham. 

6or. W. has et rues. 

609. «dn is probably meant for iy (TW ; i ddm B). 

611. ro map: so MSS.; 16 map’ Burn. with Schleiermacher. 

614. evos is a correction from twos, perhaps by the first hand. 

618. txree is the reading of the great majority of the MSS., but the papyrus may of 
course have had the right reading rte«7y. 

619. pwobes: poles W. 

631. The final v of yeyvopevoy is corrected from o, and the same alteration was perhaps 
made in the case of avéavoyevoy in the line below. 

635. rode: 1, rore. The omission of ovde was probably caused by the preceding ov. 
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6347-8. ws... axpor is bracketed by Burn. with Voegelin. 

639. avrw: so BT, Burn.; atré W. 

640-1, ovde ev: 1, ovdey wy with MSS. or ovde ev wv. 

645. per: so apparently the papyrus ; 1. ped. 

647. tporoy rwa: so B, Burn.; tua rp. f 

649. exewo: so B, Burn. ; exetvo TW. 

pyre: So Vind. 31, Paris. 1642, and others; pyre re BTW, Burn, 

6st. It is most unlikely, on account of the space, that the papyrus had de dy as TW ; 
5) simply B, Burn. 

652. There is an oblique mark like an accent above the o of amo, but it may be 
unintentional; cf. note on l. 592. 

660, enavaBacpos: so 'T and other MSS.  éravaBapois W, Burn., ev’ dvaBa6pois B. 

665. ka: so MSS. ; os Burn, with Schanz. 

669. avtw: the is almost certain ; |. avro. 

670. There is a dot above the v of eorw, which may mean that the letter was to be 
cancelled ; but the practice of the writer as to the use of v epeAxvarikov is quite inconsistent. 

674. wns: so W, Burn.; efd7s BT. 

xpuoov : xpvoiov MSS. 

675. There is an (apparently accidental) curved mark above the m of raiéa s. 

679. « of avros added later. 

681. povoy Oeacacba: 8, povov B; beacOat povov TW, Burn. 

684. 6 of xadapov has been altered from ar. |. avarheav. 

689. e¢n: so BW, Burn.; om. T. The A of gavdov is rewritten; a high dot before 
the ¢ is probably meaningless. 

695-6. The dittography was caused by the recurrence of edarropeve. 

699. Gcopiree: sot, Burn. ; Geopry BTW. 

701, Dal dpe: & Baidpe MSS. 

408. The final a of avSpa is corrected from «. 

712, Tov epra Was written in careless anticipation of the sense. 

718. The coronis, which is similar to those in the Pindar papyrus (841), marks the 
close of the section. Others occur at ], 1122 and at the end of the dialogue. 

izle emixetple |v heyew te: Ay. Te em. MSS. 

724. avrewov: sot, Burn.; atduv BT (? W). The testimony of the papyrus on such 
a point is, however, of little value. 

kpovopevny : SO BW, Burn.; xpotouperny T. 

728. 1. oxeyeo@e. The scribe perhaps took the words for odx (ody) eveode. 

av: eav MSS, 

730. mavoueba: dvaravdpneba MSS. 

741-3. The scribe blundered badly here. The fact that he wrote » (the termination 
of tw) orepavopevoy in |. 741 is an indication that he also wrote oredavepevoy in ll. 742-3, 
though the corrector may have deleted the superfluous pevov. The line drawn above the 
letters should have extended to re either in l. 741 or 742. 

747. (delfeo4e (B, Burn.) is corrected from [8e]fecOa. deEacbe TW. 

748. onfelp: so TW; ozep B, Burn. 

749. nOopev: so TW, Burn.; #yOouev B. 

exOes : xOes MSS. 

754-5. €av emo] ovraor: so BT; W adds xepadnv. The words are bracketed by 
Burn. with F. A. Wolf. 

755. W has karayeddoac ba. 

763. A low dot between -vov and vmo is probably meaningless. 
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770. ws ekeivov kabiCew BTW, &c., which is unsatisfactory, and is bracketed by Burn. 
with Badham. The papyrus has quite clearly xariSel, which may be a mistake for xaécCew, 
caused by kariSew in 1, 766. But it may also be interpreted as xar(e)idev, which would give 
a good sense : Socrates made room as soon as he saw Alcibiades, 

776. ode rpiros : so W, Burn.; ode rp. B, zp. d8e T. 

778. opav: B has épa. 

779-80. route te nv: so TW, Burn. ; rodr’ eiretv B and as a variant W. 

783. 0 of xarexewoo is corrected from r. The dittography has been eliminated in the 
usual way. 

786. ws: we print the reading of the MSS.; «ai Hermann, was Hug. 

789. The first letter of the line was almost certainly 7, i.e. the papyrus had re eunyavyoo: 
dceunxavjow MSS. There is an oblique stroke, no doubt accidental, immediately below 
the p. 

797. It is unlikely that anything stood in the papyrus after ovroo. dvroai... T, 
ovroct mas Coisl. 

798. Oav|uaor[a: so B, Burn.; @avydora TW. The + though rubbed is practically 
certain. 

810. [avadyoo| kar: so TW, Burn.; dvadnompeda B. 

815. dijareeo Oar : duadeéar was first written, 

817. 67: & od MSS. (ody Angel. C. 1. 9). 

820. |. cuvyupvatecba; the 8 does not seem to have been added above the line, but the 
papyrus is rubbed. 

828. averaov was originally written ; the alteration may be by the first hand. 

829. The reading of the first hand, whatever it was, does not appear to have made 
sense. There was probably some alteration also at the beginning of 1. 830. The accent 
on « was added by the corrector. 

839. ededee|rr[n \ceu: so MSS. édedeurvnxenev Burn., Sedeurvnxapev Bekk., Anecd. i. 346. 23. 

SueAeyopnv: so MSS.; ded. det Burn. with Bekker, Amecd. 7. ¢. 

840. emetdy ye: om. ye MSS. 

841. oar is for ope; cf. 1. 828, note, &c. 

842. pevery: povoy was originally written. 

846. The papyrus probably agreed with B and T marg. in reading 8y, the omission of 
which would make the line unnaturally short; om. TW. 

847. The supplement in the middle of the line is somewhat long, but not impossible. 
ex or cannot be read; perhaps ay was omitted. 

852. 1. apavoa: there is no trace of the final «. 

859. yrooopevas : yr. re MSS., but the supplement is already somewhat long. 

862. re: so BT, Burn.; re wat W. 

863. ov is a correction from ws. B has Setx47 for dyxdeun. 

. yop n Woxnv: so TW; 4 Wuxi ydp B. Burn., following Usener, brackets } puxqy 
as not read by Schol. B. 

867. wlp: so BW; xai py T, Burn.» of veov seems to have been corrected from pn. 

876. re rore: so TW, Burn.; but tiore (B) is just as likely to have been written. 
(According to Schanz, B has re and T omits it.) 

877. The letters yyy X are converted from ovAy. 

878. ris: re B. 

880. The termination of [em:6 eae is corrected from Oa. 

885. xa is superfluous; om. MSS. 

Sgr. [exlo: so B, Burn.; gyov TW. 

893. xa praca: xapigeoOa MSS. 
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ett: SO B, Burn.; én TW. 

896. ws or: so TW, Burn. ; éo@ 7 B. , 

898. pole: the vestige of the letter before o is too small for certainty, but suits « con- 
siderably better than v. poe Vind. 21, Burn.; pou BTW. 

905. w dire Adk. is the ordinary reading. 

gto. [rjo: so BTW, Burn.; 7 other MSS., Bekker. 

O18. Te: 30.B.L,.Burm.; coms W. ae 

924. There may have been two dots after , the lower one of which is effaced. 

925. «uov: so TW, Burn. ; euoi B. é 

928. oor re] ore: Gre coi re MSS, The o is quite doubtful, but the letter after 7 is 
plainly «, not «. 

935. Berer: so TW ; Bern B, Burn. 

940. The size of the lacuna suits rovrou (TW, Burn.) better than rourov (B). 

944. B has av, but ravra without av (TW) is equally possible here. ; 

948~9. [Kat] mepe exewo: xaimep éxeivo TW, xainep xeivo B, xairoe ’keivo Burn. rept, which 
gives no sense, is doubtless a slip for -mep. 

O54. 7.6: SO1b, Buin... OM. a VV. 

958. € of we is converted from 7; to which hand the correction is due is doubtful. 

g60. The Attic form wpuyv (so MSS.) required no alteration. 

g61. ey|kparevay: kaprepiav MSS. 

962. ovd, which was first written, is the reading of BTW; ové Paris. 1810, 1642, 
Vat. 229. opy:Coruny has been altered from opiforpny. 

963. « «jae: om. « MSS, rightly. 

964. [ov|vovoras : avrmOevas Was originally written. 

966. ndev: so W; 76n B, Burn. 

ye: so TW; re B, Burn. 

969. The scribe first wrote adecerat. 

970. 6): so BT, Burn. ;. re W. 

979. [omo|rav : so BT ; érér W, Burn. 

Grodepérres is the reading of the MSS. ; dmodné, Cornarius, Burn. 

983. The erroneous ) has not been struck out. 

986. [o] mlavrav: so TW rightly; éaérav B, 

Gavpaciwrarov: so Vind. 21 ; @avpacrdéraroy BTW, Burn. 

987. The slight vestiges suit ewpia\kev (TW, Burn.) not ewp|alcec (B). 

992. ¢ in the termination of |xeyuevles is a correction from o. 

993. mayov: so B, Burn.; 70d 7. TW. 

995. 7 ok: so B, Burn.; om. » TW. 

996. dn: so TW, Burn.; 7 B. The of nuguecpevoy was corrected from ¢, and re@ from 
no, i.e. the scribe at first omitted re Gavpacra. 

999. ovros: so Vind. 21; otros & BTW, Burn. 

1000. [owolymrep: so B, Burn.; ofov TW. 

1003. ¢ Of adAw is corrected from v. 

1005. The scribe misunderstood oper, connecting the o with xarappovowra; cf. 
l. rors, note. 

1007. [av] rod: so W, Burn.; airs BT, B having also éppe€e. 

1008. Probably no significance is to be attached to the fact that whereas in 1. 974 an 
« has been added above the « of orpatia, here there is no such insertion. Burn. reads 
otparias with Cobet; orpareias MSS. 

IOII. avetn: ]. ave. B has TPOX@pPEt for Tpovyx. 

1014. € Of Oavulalfovres is corrected from o. 
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1or5. ws: om. MSS. The first scribe unintelligently divided the word ewéu/olv as 


ewbewy | ov. 


1016. W adds xa before teeuT wv res. 
1017. Iwvey is the traditional reading, in place of which various conjectures have been 


proposed. 


1025. kav: om. MSS. 
1030-1. Terpepevor [ovk Olehov: so BW, Burn. ; ovk &. rerp. T. The second A of adda 


is corrected, apparently from o. 


a 
TOUT 


1042. Swkpainv: cf, 1. 1068, though [3 lexpary is rightly written in ], 1051. 
1048. o of mapakeAevopat is altered from and a of Gappe from e. 

1058. ¢udovs: so some MSS., Stephanus; piriovs BTW, Burn. 

1061. aaro: dperat MSS. 

1062. B has apovnra.. 

1063. autos: ovros MSS. 


erepos: SO MSS.; éraipos Aristides, Burn. 


1069. There is not room in the lacuna for pev (so MSS.) after ror. 

rovi. 67: om. MSS. alOper is a slip for apéperar. 

1072. fewlae pyre: so TW, Burn. ; etvai pe B. 

1077-8. The transposition of ka: ...aAdovs and kara... 71s was necessary. W _ has 
for ravra (rai'r’). 

1080. ro Of aromay is converted from a », and the first upright of m was originally 


curved, i.e. the scribe began to write avOpamos. 


1083. os: so TW; efois B, Burn. B has ose for [Aeylo (TW, Part) 

1089-90. roy... Aoyov: so TW, Burn.; rov... Adyov B 

1ogI. navy: so TW, Burn.; om. B. 

1093. twa: so B; dy rwa TW, 84 twa Burn. with Baiter. 

1094. kavOnAwovs : xavOnhious MSS. 

1099. B has Scovyoupevovs. 

1100. av: so MSS.; ad Bekker, Burn. 

1102, twv Aoyav: so TW, Burn.; rov déyov B. 

1105. rwovras. .. ene: So TW (rew.) Burn. ; reivavras.. . ere B. 

1106. A high point after oooy is apparently meaningless; there is another between 


6 and a of oe one in the line below. 


1108. The scribe began to write a instead of p after cox. 

TIO, 7 Of nuedv| has not been crossed out: cf. 1. 983. 

III4. moddovs : mdvv moddois MSS. 

II1ry. efaratagda: so TW, Burn. ; -6e B. 

1124. eSoke Te € OF Te Seems to have been first written; it is uncertain to which hand 


the correction is due. 1, wappyoxa. 


1127. pava is a correction from edn. 
1130. ovveca: |. ov evexa (TW, Burn.). The » is corrected from a 6, and it is curious 


that B has ov& instead of o. 


1142. duaBare: so Burn. following Hirschig. daddy BTW. 

1148. The first « of karaxAwnoozac is corrected from ». 

1153. 1]. reptecvat. 

1157. eve: so B, Burn.; pe TW. 

1159. katakNiOy : Karaxdivy MSS. 

1160. m Of Snrov is corrected from HB, and e« was twice written for ai in emawecerat. 

1167. mavroce: MSS. savrés, which is unexceptionable, though wavroge would also give 


a good sense. The 8 of eOad_ was converted from o. 


U 2 
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1173. evmrope : Ip EUTOPOS. 

1179. avawypevars was first written. 

1180. ecw: eis rs MSS. 

1186, tous: om. MSS. rightly. 

1187. eavrov de: é dé BW, éade T. 

1189. The first scribe wrote are vodv, 

1191. Below the o Of adovrwy are some accidental marks. R ; 

IT19Q4—5. S@xparn kar Apioropary : this is alsothe order in Ven. 184 and Vind. 21. ‘Ap. 
kat Sox. BTW, Burn. 

1196. peyadns pu{r}adns : SO Paris. 1642, Vat. 229; . pey.. BTW, Burn. 

1207. Kopedoroov: so BTW; kai cop. Vind. 21, Burn. 

1210. mporepov: so TW; mparov B, Burn. 

1211. 1. Aporoham, 

1213. katTakotuioavta, SO BW, Burn. ; KaTakolppoavra die ; 

1214, xa wonep: So MSS.; Burn. inserts (¢) before oomep with Hermann. 

1218. xa was apparently repeated by mistake, and overlooked by the corrector. 

1220-1. The title is placed opposite the middle of the preceding column. — 

Fr. (2). The letters after o7 have been altered or deleted. But it is possible that the 
fragment should be turned the other way up. when the reading would be }.{[o[ol. 

Fr. (2). This small fragment from the top of a column clearly comes from this papyrus, 
but cannot be certainly placed in any of the columns remaining. It might belong to Col. i, 
where doxet probably stood in the first line, but there would be no underneath the 6 
unless there was a variation as to the position in the sentence of Botdor’ ay, 

Fr. (z) is from the bottom of a column. 


844, ISOCRATES, Panegyricus. 
Height 31-1 cm, Plate VII (Cols. ix-x). 


These considerable remains of a roll containing the Panegyricus of Isocrates 
extend from § 19 to § 116, though with some serious lacunae. Forty-seven 
columns were occupied by the ninety-six sections, and the total number would 
have been about eighty-six, for which it may be estimated that some 24 feet 
of papyrus would have been required. The manuscript was a handsome one 
written in a rather large calligraphic uncial hand very similar to that of the 
Rossal Demosthenes, of which a facsimile is given in Kenyon’s Palacography, 
Pl. 16; cf. also the Hawara Homer (2d7d., Pl]. 20) and 20. Kenyon attributes the 
Demosthenes to the end of the first century, but it is perhaps more likely to 
belong to the earlier decades of the second, to which we should assign this 
Isocrates papyrus. There is often a marked decrease in the size of the letters at 
the ends of lines, and in order to save space T is lengthened so that the crossbar 
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comes above the tops of the letters adjoining. Short lines are filled up by the 
usual angular sign. A paragraphus is used to mark a pause, and is sometimes 
accompanied by a short blank space at the end of the sentence ; the three 
varieties of stop, high, middle, and low, are also freely added, though in a good 
many cases probably by the second hand, to which a number of corrections and 
alterations are due. No other lectional marks occur beyond a rare sign of 
elision or breathing inserted by the corrector. Iota adscript was originally not 
usually written, but has mostly been supplied later. 

Like the British Museum papyrus of the De Pace, the present text of the 
Panegyricus is unfortunately of a distinctly poor quality, and does little beyond 
establishing still more clearly the superiority of the codex Urbinas (I). It 
is characterized by a number of additions, some of which are evident inter- 
polations and none is convincing; the most flagrant example is at ll. 344-50, 
where a sentence founded on a subsequent passage is inserted without apparent 
reason; Cf. ll. 17, 42, 77, 164-5, 258, 302, 355, 356, 421, 558, 561. On the other 
hand the papyrus occasionally exhibits a shorter text, either on its own authority 
(ll. 449, 562) or in agreement with T against the vulgate (ll. 202, 264, 395, 480, 
497, 608, 609, 669). Though on the whole the coincidences with T predominate, 
agreements with MSS. representing an inferior tradition are frequent. Sometimes 
the corrector has changed a reading of © into that of the vulgate or vice versa. 
Certain variants also appear which are otherwise only found in MSS. of the 
Ilepi "Avtidédcews, where a large section of the Panegyricus is repeated; cf. notes 
on Il, 230-1, 400, 449, 558, 613-5. In view of the general character of the 
papyrus its variations in the order of words carry little weight ; and it may 
be doubted whether there are more than a couple of readings for which an 
independent value can be claimed, 1. 290 eAartw ye as conjectured by Cobet, and 
1. 659 ovpmevOnoovras, a variant recorded by Victorius but actually found in 
no MS. The archetype from which this text was derived appears to have been 
defective in places ; cf. ll. 33-5, 291, and 605. 

In the collation given below we have made use of the Teubner edition of 
Blass, the apparatus of which is unfortunately very limited. Proofs of the text 
of the papyrus were sent to Prof. E. Drerup in order to be utilized for his forth- 
coming critical edition of Isocrates, and to him we owe some references to 
individual MSS. of the vulgate. Differences with regard to elision, insertion 
or absence of v épeAxvotixdy, interchange of « and 1, &c., are not separately 
noticed. 
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(evgas. tov de Abw du 
[oplvéas. mpos On Tov ov 
[Tw] peya ppovnoavTa 
570 Kal THALKavTA OlaTpa 
Eapevoy Kat TOTO > 


Tov OeaTOTHY yeEvopeE 


610 k[ade KaTamAevoay 


T[es ourws eBovdev 


§ 89 


} 90 


580 


595 


600 


605 


THE OXYRAYNCHUS PALYVRI 


AaBolvjres [ws ev Tols 
are[volls KwlAvoovTes 
av[rous] meplaltep@ mpo 
[Ade] oc O (nperepor 
[warepes) ew (Apreptor 

10 lines lost § or 
[pabove palyns: Kale ¢n 


[rolur[res alurous fLeorols Taputgiovls 
: efirwaol at 


[e]€ toolv klatactnoa > 


u 

[kai] dedtores pn se] ele] 
‘pegns 0) mods nov 

atta [yevyn|rat ros EX 
[A]nou z[ns corn|pas: ofc 
[0] npuereplot] mpoyovor 
padiora pev Bovro> 

pevor dtapvdagae THv 


mapove Ooty Kal Tract 
Toln\oat pavepov ort 
[K|ae mporepoy dt aperny 
[a]AA ov dia Tuxny ever 


Kniojav: emeita Oe Kat 


Col. xxxv. 


) 92 


oalvTo mept Toy AolTev 


wo|Te TOAA@Y aUToOLS 
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ka[t Kadwv mpoeipya 


615 oplevov 


ev [Tots TEeAevTaLOLS 


a) 9; 0) Ww # (eo: @ 


S75 


Ta[y Kiwdvvev ert mdeEov 


dun{veyxay abvpws 


yalp amavtwy tev cup 


620 palxov diaketpevov 


kat [ITedorovynoiwy 


pev [dtareryifovrey 


toly IcOpov 


Col. xliv. 
: , : : . 9 109 
[Trav €XovTw|y K|atTot 
625 [BovAopevot mdeo[ve 
[kretvy ovk aly On trou> 
[Tns pev 3 |kt@vatwy 
[yns emeOvlunoapev 
[nv IIdataew|y tolts ws 
630 [nuas Katadvyovor] dale 
[vopeOa mapador|res 
[rocauTnv de ywpaly 
[wapeAlrropev n Thav 
[ras av nas evrop\o 
635 [TeEpouvs emoinoev Thou § 110 
ovTwY Tolvuy nilov 


[ 
[yeyeynpevoy Kale 


Col. xlvi. 


6 lines lost 
[rovs ovprre|vO[noovras 


640 


645 


650 


§ 93 


Colaxiv. 


P Q rrr 
ual 

| 

ofu dueEnrXOov ot Tous 
fev [avopwratouvs mL 
aToT|arous evopifoy 

Touls d€ mpodotas wo 
Tep evepyetas €bepa 
mev[ov npovvto de Tey 
[[v]] Ecvforor eve dovjrcv 


ely @loT els Tas auTlov 


marpiidas vBpicev] par 
) 


Aov €[Ttuwv Touv|s avTo 

[xetlpais Kat ghoveals Tov 
mo|Ai[T@v 1 Tovs yove 

Q 112 


[ 
[as] Tolus avTwy ecs 
[ 


touto & wpotnros| a 


Col. xlvii. 


kpivev guyas de Kat ora] § 114 


welS KL VOM@Y TUL 


306 


660 [em de rns ToluTiov ap 
[xns dca ro m)AnOlos Tov 
[orkerwy Ka|ko|v em|av 
[oapeO adjAndolus ere 
[ovvres ov|Oeve ylap rho 

665 [cavTny ocxolAnv [waple 

[Aurov walO ere[pa| 

[ovvaybec]Onvat Tivos 

[yap ovk edi|kovTo 7 

[Tes ovT@ mloppw Tey 


[rodiTiKw|y nv Efe 
aTnkos mp\aypal7 lov 
oars ovjk [elyyus nlvlay 
kljacOn yeverOar Tov 

} 

4 


670 


[ 
[ 
[ 
[aluppopov ets as at ToL 
675 [ajurae huoers nas 
[klarecTyoay €lT OVK at 
[o]xuvovTa: Tas eavTov 
[wloAets ovTws avouws 
Oval] ri ]JPevres Kar THs 
680 nperepas [[ourws]] ade 
KOS KaTNyopouV TEs: 
adkdA\a mpos Tots adAols 
[kat mept Tov dikwv. 
[k]ac Tov ypadoy Tov 
685 [wolre map nv yevo 
Plelvov Aeyerv TOA> 
pPwotv auvTou mAELous 
[ln] «v rpiod{y]] pnow a 
KplTOUS @mroKTELVay 
690 TES @Y 7 TOALS ETL 


TNS APXNS amacns € 


§ 113 


THE OXVRAYNCHOUS FAL YE 


[b]poes Kat m[o|Ait[e]cov 
695 peraBoras ere Oe] mat 

dav vBpes Kat yluvac] 

Kov atalxuvas [k]a[e] xpn 

parov [[O]| [aplraylas] res 

av dvvaitio| deed Oey 
700 m7Anv TOTOUTOY ELTrELY 


[e]xolmev av KaTa Tray 
€ 
TOV OTL TH pev lull n> 


t @s 
pov dewa padjor]| av 
Tis eve Wngicpate od 
705 eAvoev Tas de ohayas 
Kal TAS avoulas Tas 
€Ml TOUT@Y YyEVOLE 
vas ovdes av tacacba 


§ 115 


o 


OuvaiTo’ Kal pny ou 


2 
710 de THv Tapovoay ELpy 


ynv ovde THY auTO 

voplay Thy ely Tals 

TOALTELaLs ev [OUK EV 

[[yllovcav ev de rats [ovy 
715 Onkais avayeypap[pe 

vnv agfiov edec Oat 

HaddAov n tTHhv aplxnv 

THY npETEepav: T[Ls 


yap av rotavtns Klara 
TATED 


720 o||Keun||s emiOup{noecer 
ev nY KaramovTiloTat 
ev thy Oadrarirav 
Katexovod[y]| me[Ara 
orat de Tas modells Ka 
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725 [T]aAapBavovolw av 
t[t] de tov mpos eré[pous 
mept THs} xwpals olde 
pew evtos Te[txlous «+ 
ol TroALTal Tpos adAn 
730 Aovs paxolyT]at maAé{(c] 


Unidentified Fragments. 


(0) (c) (d) 
Jee jeu eae 
|o Aous jaoroy: 

(f) (g) (7) 
lav mr \rof 
jou jeu loo 

jovo| |ro . [ 
eAl }- | 
(7) (%) (4) 
ja .[ ]- eof] - [ vo, 
eo, jal irof 
(7) (2) (2) 
Jeu jov . [ J. auf 
Jed[ ]. 7 }-[ 
col 


3°97 
§ 116 
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eco Jrov \vrol rol 


1. eddafav: so TE; the marginal variant d:daéa is parallel to the vulg. dmadddgéat. 
g. didrovecccas is also the spelling of E, and is preferred by Drerup; but in a question 
between ¢ and e the testimony of a papyrus of this period is of course valueless. 


12. The original eora, altered by the second hand, is condemned by the hiatus ; 
€oTw Bi(lass). 


17. ro: om. MSS. 

18. npev n [mo]\es : 7 wods jpov MSS. 

21. wept: so vulg.; the dots signifying deletion were superscribed by the second hand. 
Om. zepi I. 

23. The supplement at the beginning of the line is somewhat short for the lacuna. 

29-31. Tas evepyeoias kai tas xpelas is the vulg. reading. le after rJas is very doubtful, 
and rlas [elullepyeovas is a quite likely alternative. ras ypelas kat ras épyacias T, ras re xpeias 
kA. E, B, 

33-5. 0100 |youpevous : so MSS., with yevopevous after Tporous. A blank space was 
left by the scribe at the beginning of |. 34, and in this the corrector has inserted something, 
the slight vestiges of which suit [yeeoOa, at the same time deleting yevouevas in 1. 35 which 
reflected the omitted yevouevous after tporovs. The result is an intelligible sentence in itself 
not inferior to that obtained by emending épodoyoupevous to dpodoyoupéves (B. with H. Wolf 
and others) though not making a serious claim for consideration, pos re is the reading of 
the MSS. 

42. elye[ynpevous : om. MSS. mepcepyov is the reading of f; mapepyor vulg. 

45: Sap|eav rolcajurny: SOT; dwpeas rocavrns vulg. 

53+ €|xouev ecrew: SO vulg. 5 elmety €youer T. 

60. Karaxex)cpevolv]s: SOT (-kdeuu.) ; Karexex\erpn. E vulg., karaxexdgpu. M. 

75. ka: om. MSS. 
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79. exarelpas: so T, B.; éxdrepa, which originally stood in the papyrus, is the vulg. 
reading. 

81. awacas; SOT; macas vulg, 

100. de: |. eder, 

106-7. nye[uov|ikoz/ep|aly cannot be correct, since with this there is nothing for ravrns to 
refer to except ralvrmy in |. 104. The reading inserted by the corrector at the foot of the 
column agrees with the traditional text. arpixwrepay was perhaps influenced by nyeporxo- 
Tepay; tmarptwr., aS in the margin, MSS, 

10g. ras; SOT; om. vulg, 

118, [e|s: sol; én vulg. 

123, emoucaro ralu}rny: tavrny em. MSS. 

128. adlAwv kadws: so vulg., B.; dAXov kadey Kadds TE. 

138. Oewv: SOT; trav deo E and vulg. 

157. The alternative reading modcrevay is that of the MSS, 

164-5. StadveoOat ras mpos adAndovs €xOpas ; Suadvcacba ra mpos adAAnArovs MSS. 

168. avraly: sol; rotroy vulg. 

176. addows, the reading of TE, has been substituted by the corrector for avépwrovs. 
Aomois vulg., and so B. on account of the following addy». 

196. mapaj\trov: so T: vulg. rapadindvres, with rives instead of ris. 

202. xOpev anavO: SOT; éx6. xparnoas ar. vulg. 

207. yevopevo|s (I) is better suited to the space than yeyoves (vulg.). 

213. myer eviepye[oroy : SOT; evepy, jpiv vulg. 

215. tly: SOT; rov E! vulg. 

223. eyyolvor: SOO; &xyovor T, &c. 

230-1, ayaber [amavrev avrjos ; so vulg. in the Anfidosis; ay. air, an. TE, B., avr, dy. dar. 
vulg. in the present passage. 

234. The supplement at the beginning of the line hardly fills the lacuna, which would 
be expected to contain eight or nine letters ; perhaps there was some correction. 

236. [eoBarey: so TE and And. vulg.; there would not be room for the vulg. ¢u- 
Bare, 

oppl|nOerres: SOTE Antid.; dpp. adray of mpdyovor vulg. 

237-8. els ... kategtnoav: So vulg.; too, ed. katéornoavro T, roo. edd, karexTyoavTo E, Bes 
roo, v0, extnoavro, Aniid. vulg. 

245. [yevo|uevors ; so A and vulg. ; yevovoor(v) TE Anitd. vulg. 

251. mporepov: sO E; the omission of mporepov indicated by the line drawn over the 
letters (by the second hand) is in accord with Tr and Aniézd, vulg. 

255. The correction is by the second hand, 

258. ecouerns: om. MSS. 

261. ayay was apparently first written in place of Acav ap. 

262. mepe: So; emi T, &c. The papyrus omits ords, which is found after peyiorov 
in E? A’, 

264. mporepov: SOT; mp. djAGor E vulg. 

267. [alpyaorara: so in the Antid. ©, dpxaikarata A; |. apxexwrata with MSS. 

268. [e|@vev; so vulg.; yevar TEe?, as, the elimination of which is indicated by the 
superscribed dots (probably by the corrector), is omitted in the MSS. _ fs 

273. 9 de [woldts, the original reading, is that of ©; the addition of nerepa is in 
accordance with the vulg. 

290. eAatrw ye: so Cobet; om. ye I; €A, rovrwy E’ vulg. : 

291. After rexunpia the first hand wrote rev, and left a blank space between this 


and eorw, 
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302. Kaipov: OM, MSS. 

312. E has emxparjoew. 

323. The dot in the middle of the line apparently marks the place of the omitted av. 

336. ot, which is superfluous, is slightly smudged, and was perhaps intended ‘to be 
deleted. 

337-8. dua... arpateay: om, T and Antid.; dia rh» tére orp. EB’, B., yeyevnperny for 
yevopernyv vulg. ' : 

344-50. This passage, which has no other authority, is evidently based on the latter 
part of § 74. Its insertion here seems pointless. The A of kaha in 1. 350 is converted from 
t, after which there was originally a blank space. 

gen, ra: om. MSS.; ef. 1. 356. 

356. [rov: three or four letters are required to fill the line, and ra in ]. 355 points the 
way; om. MSS. 

357-8. The first hand probably made the wrong division yeyovora aot, 

361. exewou modenov avotartos : SO vulg.; mod, avot. ex. T. 

366. Om, otoperoy E', om. ear E. 

376. A low stop after s seems to have here been substituted for a high one. 

379-80. SoT; tis Gad. tiv apy. vulg. 

389-90. rov|rous tous] kaipovs : SO vulg.; rods kaup. rovT. I’, rovs avrovs kaip, rovr. Anird. 

393. [adr]a: so vulg., B.; adda kal E’, cai T. 

dia tovro is the reading of the MSS.; the corrector’s & avro rovro is no improvement. 
kat after rouro is omitted by Bee 

395. monuy : so Tl; médw thy jyerépav E} vulg. 

400. pixpar: SO OA in the Antrd.; ddtyo MSS. here. 

401, tov modleoy: tov modéow T, B.; row m. rovrow and raiv 7. ravraw other MSS. 

402. alyav |rayv: raxv Niav MSS. For ayay cf. 1. 261; the reading here is not certain, 
but Ajay at any rate is impossible. ayav produces a hiatus. 

408. ty: sot; om. vulg. 

410 sqq. The marginal adscript indicates that this fragment comes from § 78, but its 
position is not clearly marked, and there was evidently a divergence from the ordinary text. 
Je in l. 410 may be d}eyoe, and the word after ypapp'ajrwv is very likely ad(Aa); but some- 
thing certainly intervened between mwodA(wv) and ypappla|twv. The penultimate letter in 
], 412 is either r or y. 

417. mpooa|yope}foluelvor: so © in Anéd., the mistake being occasioned by the pre- 
ceding mpocayopevec@a ; but the v in the papyrus is very uncertain. mpocaydéuevor MSS. 

421. [kjae: om. MSS. 

425. E! adds av’réy after rais. 

440. t[ovovror|s : so vulg., with and without ev, rots rovovros LT. 

449. The MSS. add ékeivors after trav, which was here originally omitted. ekeivors is 
also omitted by 6A in the Ania. 

450. The column contained one or two more lines. 

453. It is not certain that the papyrus read pev with TES”; om. vulg. 

461. The space points to exeiyo| (E’ vulg.) rather than exei{yer] (Pr), but not very 
decidedly. 

466. exouoav: SO TEO”; xarédurov E marg., vulg. 

471. xa (vulg.) was possibly written after a/Ada, though the line is not too short without it. 

480. nlepe pev: SOT; dua pev epi vulg. 

487. evy[vxeas: so vulg. in the Antid., B.; eiruylas 6%, dperds TE. 

497. tiv: soTE, B ; 68, kivduvoy vulg. 

498 sqq. rovs araons: so MSS. The corrector has inserted e€ before azaons here and 


844, ISOCRATES, PANEGYRICUS 311 


at the top of the column (ll. 495-6), where the passage is rewritten. The intruded eé is 
there accompanied by the variant carappoynoayres for -ras, a reading also found in A in the 
Anti. annvrov on the other hand being placed in its traditional position instead of after 
exovres aS in |. 501. As the original scribe gives the ordinary text in 1. 497 it is likely that 
he wrote correctly xarapporncavras in ]. 500, 

lif al pd |Ans : du. av’tov in the And. 

522. my: om. Anfid. 

523. Bon6[nolovrals, the original reading, is also found in @A in the An/id. 

525. wlaxn|: sOTE; the reading is uncertain, but there does not seem to be room for 
Kat payn. 

532-3. The corrections are by the second hand. 

535- POnva: so TE and Anted.; opOqva vulg..; the termination a is written over an 
angular complementary mark. 

536. The letter after r looks like o, but this is probably owing to the disappearance of 
some fibres of the papyrus. 

548. After etreiv the ordinary text has éAdrrw rév tmapxdvtwv eipnxev, which cannot be 
reconciled with the remains in the papyrus ; perhaps epyxev| ¢|Aarro. 

555- tlolovro: so A here and in the Anfd.; rowdrov other MSS. 

558. There is no word in the traditional text here between dicews and éorw, but OA in 
the Anid. have épyov, which no doubt stood in the papyrus. ‘The final v is fairly certain, 
and the first letter must be either ¢ or 6. 

561. avOpora: om. MSS. 

562. Opvrovew: soT; Opvddovow vulg. 

otpatoredar: to orp. MSS. 

569. peya is omitted by E*. 

596-7. alvrous [e|E woolu xJaraornoa: so vulg.; the marginal adscript gives the reading 
of rand B. 

598. The second hand, besides rightly emending Se to dis, proceeded to alter the 
division of edeEns, but changed his mind. 

602. mpoyowur: so E and vulg., om. I; smarépes Aniid. vulg. of & mu. marépes had 
occurred in the previous section, of @ nu. mpdyovon in § 85. 

605. A blank space was left by the first hand before dogay; cf. 1. 34. 

607. mporepov: so vulg.; 7d mpdr. T. 

608. tvxnv: SOT; thy rox. vulg. 

609. de: so vulg. and Anfd.; om. I. 

610-1. In the MSS. of the Azfdoszs the words kat xatackevacavres Ta Tept TIYy modw 
intervene between xaram\evoarres and ovrws, and the papyrus would admit of their restoration 
(x evacartes Ta Tepe | a[nv ToAWw ovT@s K.T.A.) but this would make Col. xxxv a rather long 
one, whereas 1. 623 stands higher than ]. 609, and it seems more likely that there was 
no disagreement here with other MSS. of the Panegyricus. «ai... 7édw is bracketed 
by B. 
i 613-5. avrous | kale Katov: sO OA in the Antid. To read ka | ka Nov avuTous produces 
too great a disproportion in length between ll. 613 and 614. As to what followed 
TPOELpyao LEVY there is no clue. 

630. The papyrus most probably had karapvyovor ; gvyovor T originally. 

638. The slight vestige points to a round letter at the beginning of the line, above and 
slightly to the left of which there is ar by the second hand. Perhaps the original scribe 
wrote oy instead of rev. 

645. ex: Sol, B.; «vous (vulg.) would be too long for the lacuna. The deletion of » 
at the beginning of the line is probably by the second hand. 
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647. mapi[das was originally written for warpidas ; the correction is probably due to the 
second hand. 

659. cupme|O[noovras: so Victorius, B.; ovpmeOncovras T, cvpraé, E and vulg. The 
v is broken, but a cannot be read. 

664. ov|Oex: ovderi edd. ; cf. 1. 445, where the corrector has substituted 6 for 0. 

669. ovrw: SOT; ovtw roaodror vulg. 

670. e€earnxws: om. MSS. Cf. § 171 rots rev modurixdv eLeotykdor. 

677. tas: SOT; ras pev vulg. 

679. ka ts: so T; tas 8 E, vulg. The deletions in this line and the next are 
probably due to the corrector. 

688. The appearance of the papyrus suggests that the scribe partially erased the 
superfluous letter, which is most probably an y, at the beginning of the line. 

693. The corrector omitted to alter the p of cup. 

698. It is unlikely that S:aprayas was originally written. 

701. [e]yomev av: éyw MSS. 

xara TayvTwy: SO vulg.; Ka’ amavrev T. 

708. ovfes: cf. 1. 664, note. 

713. evovoay was originally wrongly divided e¢|voucay. 

719. The corrector’s k{araloracews is the reading of the MSS. 

72Q. ot modtrat mpos adAndovs: SOT; mpds aAX. of Tod. vulg. 

Fr. (d). This fragment might be placed above 1. 29, jacrow being restored as ex ‘acror 
and an intervening line being lost. ; 

Fr. (z), which is from the top of a column, may be the end of 1. 363. 


Sits 
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Addenda and Corrigenda to‘ Oxyrhynchus Papyri’, Parts III and IV. 


For the literature connected with these volumes see the various bibliographies of 
papyri by U. Wilcken and F. Blass in Archiv fiir Papyrusforschung iii, S. De Ricci in 
Rev. des eludes grecques 1905, and P, Viereck in Bursian’s Jahresber. 1907. After comparing 
with the originals the suggestions which have been made, we give a list of most of those 
which, whether right or wrong, affect our transcriptions. Supplements of lacunae and 
readings already indicated in our notes are generally ignored. Where the source of the 
correction is not indicated, it is our own. 


III. 404. 4. psapoy x[c (Deissmann), cannot be read. 

408. 57. avalos (Schroeder) is possible, as is his suggestion avé[wvée in 1. 61. The 
following suggestions by him or Fraccaroli are unsuitable: 25. ange [Bovjras, 33. 
mavoepev Audirpvonadas, 62. Arm[orca, 64. Kap|rewid, Whether Fr. (¢) belongs to 408 
is very doubtful ; the verso is in a different hand. 

409. 6. ro ma:daptov (Leo) is possible. 35 mape|pru|cas (Leo) is possible. Aste 
adixo|s ext (Leo) is unsuitable. 45. adv[varoy (Kretschmar) is possible. 65. m\adu 
(Leo) does not suit the vestiges very well. 58. 8a] rovrov (Leo) can be read. 63. 
out[oe 8] eco (Leo) is possible. 80. peOy[xas (Leo) is possible, but not Brapes in 
[81 100. ro Ao mov ov is inadmissible. 

410, 84. &\a{Ge}opevos (Fuhr) can be read. 

All. 36. ts orpart'as (Fuhr) is possible. 

412. 6. 1. veomevOea ovrov for veorevbe awrov (Hefermehl, Berl. Phil. Wochenschr, 
March 31, 1906). g. 1. mepa (sic) for mapa. 33. [Aare] + Opie” (Ludwich, 
Berl. Phil. Wochenschr., Nov. 14, 1903) is possible, and in I. 35 es can be read. 5s. 
For eec|r]s there is not room. 

413. 6. dy\]ovdrs (Sudhaus) is possible, 28. épelynds (Crusius, Herondas, Mimiaméi, 
1905, pp. 101 sqq.) does not suit the vestige of the letter before » which seems to be « or 0, 
53. of mev|Oodvres (Crus.) is unsuitable. 57. Crusius’ proposed reading + 6 idvrey [mp |os 
addr[Aous is possible but very doubtful. gi. mapaddd[é (Crus.) may be right. ee 
plaiveo(Aar) roimo(es) (Sudh.) is possible, but the first letter after the lacuna is more like 6. 
1. [d]s plo} for w..[. .)y. 113. 6a|rrov (Sudh.) is unsuitable, 116. dv] roi[s dd6}vras 
(Sudh.) is unsuitable. 118 marg. |. oxAnpdrep(os) for cxdAApd(s) re (Sudh.). 130. kai 
éx{ei}(oc) (Crus.) is possible, but the next word is not dgaveis (Sudh.) or déparor (Crus.). 
130. katavyéA[Aw (Crus., Sudh.) is possible. 132. d[se|puyov (Crus., Sudh.) cannot be 
read. 133. ¢mapao()ac (Crus.) is possible. 134. Neither Crusius’ énimpyocov dé 
ra vouitdyeva nor Sudhaus’ énimeceiv dvras tpiv pawédpeva suits the vestiges, 139. [9\8 jv 
dpa (Crus.) is possible, but not ék]eiv’ dpa (Sudh.). 147. pé res for pw’ prs (Sudh.) is probably 
right. 148. Neither éyayac nor xard|xeyae (Crus.) nor kopaord (Sudh.) is suitable. _5t. 
ro|re (Sudh.) or épos] re (Crus.) can be read, 152. x]ex[A]qevas (Sudh.) is unsuitable. 
178. dyr(ia?) which we printed in the margin against ]. 213 probably refers to this line 
(Crus., Sudh.). 181. dé€@ (Sudh.) is possible. 186, Adym (Sudh.) is unsuitable. 
186. m[or}é (Sudh.) is possible, but not [pi}y (Crus.). 


~ 
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420. 2. [Jror[no lov (Fuhr) or afm |Aor| e|uov (G. G. A. Murray) is possible. ee 
exOpewvas (Fuhr) is possible, but there is not room for wor’ in the lacuna before it. 

448. A new fragment belonging to the bottom of Col. xviii contains the beginnings 
of ll. 263-73 rv & afmaperB., Sayploren, evmepnev, ov plev, xarplo, erGlerv, evs [, avelpes, ovd a{ pa, 
ovd elunpe, onpa [. 

452. 10. |. mpwro for mpwrov. 

464. 3. orepece: (Kroll) is inadmissible. 5. «xou|«vyv (Ludwich) is possible. 6, «|x 
dovroy and &:[veree (Kroll, Ludw.) are possible. 12. pleAAovros (Ludw.) is possible. 
13. kai{povo|uov (Ludw.) can be read. 14. kpare|pov (Kroll) is unsuitable. 15. pavrwv 
(Kroll) is possible. 16. Oep{a (Kroll) can be read. 18. exotey (Kroll) is inad- 
missible. 19. |podou| ay (Ludw.) is inadmissible, but 4 o[r] ¢[7}vevows is possible, while 
57 )\evt@ar KaKoL TAALY (Kroll) is inadmissible. Ze kale ahkot (Ludw.) can be read, but 
not djopa, 21. 1, evoSoe (for edo) Ludw., but wpoly is inadmissible, as is p{oro |kov 
(Kroll). 22. Anluoprov (Kroll) and kolypopudov (Ludw.) are not long enough. 28. 
Hagin (Kroll) is inadmissible. 35. adda yns (Ludw.) is possible. 37. xax|os (Ludw.) 
or alos (Kroll) can be read. 38. xwv[Svvovs (Kroll, Ludw.) is possible. 39. xade mar 
(Kroll, Ludw.) can be read. 40. mrodvtekvov| yros (Ludw.) is inadmissible. 43- 
ie aptondos (Kroll, Ludw.). 45. paptupes 9 ns (Ludw.) is inadmissible. 54. ]. ex OKOTELNS 
(Kroll). 55- avralv (Ludw.) is possible. 58. ga c|vo[y (Ludw.) is possible. 61. 
pes (Ludw.) is possible. 

471. The Maximus against whom this speech is directed seems to be the praefect 
in 103-7, Vibius Maximus. De Ricci suggests that the erasure of his name on the 
Coptos tariff and the Abu Tufa milestone may be due to these proceedings. 6. 1. dv 
i. e. t(ep) ob for ov (Wilcken). 18. dovdny (i. €. oxovdyv) can be read for dSovAqv (De 
Ricci). 20. OdtBouévav (Crénert) is possible. 24. olierac|(Crén.) is unsuitable, but his 
suggestion marrds is possible. 28. ydp (Crén.) is unsuitable. 62. S0\A efor (Wilck.) 
can be read. 75. ov can be read for ov, as suggested by T. Nicklin and Crénert, but 
the letters seem to have been deleted. 108. 6/yA]npdv (Cron.) is unsuitable. 131. 
Ib Maég| pe (Wilck.). 142-3. 1, O[ darelpros (Wilck.). Lael t[@v eKet (Wilck.). 
146. 1. dplxqv ern de|xa (Wilck.). 147. Wilcken restores rade ia Te Kal éni|. 151-3. 
Wilcken conjectures zap’ [abrod wept | rév root] av appodijciov. 154. Wilcken’s suggestion 
6 [8é does not suit ; «[a/ can be read. 

472. 24. xataypapdyrey (Crén.) is possible. 25. rape xO |evrev (Crén.) cannot be 
read. rovrods 8 otk] (Crén.) is possible. 37. The mutilated word is not ovkody 
(Cron.). 48. SvareOjvac (Crén.) is unsuitable. 

Agi. 2. |. Tpo Tos for ovjes; ct. P. Tebt. Il. p. 132. 

485. 3. 1. ék for wa(pa). ev@mov cannot be read in 1. 36. 

488. 22. |. [iS\av; cf. P. Tebt. II. 327. 28 and 487. 18. 

491. 5. Cronert suggests xa6’ évdyrorotv rpdrov after aipyra, but the passage is 
hopelessly illegible. 1g. 1. KuBepy@gns (Crén.). 

492. 9. The word before ekreiow is not kai (Crén.). 

494. 44. Probably maplereOn ; cf. '718. 1 maperéO(n). 

495. 9-10. nav Stevd || vew cs dv adri down (Cr6n.) is possible. 

496. 10, édy more ovp87 (CrOn.) is unsuitable, as also is his suggestion aipjura in 1. 15. 

499. 15. |. xépr@ for xédprov. 

500. r1—2. |. alm Tlovdaley and a KX npovounrar (of BG, Us 86s: 12) (Crén.). 

504. 16. Sore|| ypaoOai adrois (Crén.) is unsuitable. 20. |mlept rovro (Crén.) is 
possible. 44. rod dia[8dxov (Cron.) is not very suitable. 

506. 28. [id}dkrnros (Cron.) can be read, but the following rod renders a proper name 
more likely. 38. mapaypap|js (Cron.) is possible. 
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525. 8. al Boy (Cron.) for de[ro]d is possible, 

530. 8. #5n for ent (Cron.) is unsuitable. 

533. 13. reA\éos] (Crén.) is unsuitable. The letter after yap might be almost anything. 
17. 1, ets Wa[Ke}pxn. 

611. 1. Marpéa (cf. 529. 13) for perpea (Cron.). 

653. 18 sqq. 1. kapa{ot for kapmov. 

IV. 659. 64. a[ynxev (Schroeder) is unsuitable. 

660. 9. para (Wilamowitz) is unsuitable. 

662. 34. avrimahoy ro mp (Wilam.) is unsuitable. 39. map Evpyrao (Wilam.) is 
unsuitable. 51. Neither avadeov nor avotadeor (Wilam.) can be read, 

663. 5. «pow (Korte) is probable. 8. The corrupt voy is emended by Rutherford 
to (epi) bv, by Korte to m(epi) rev, the next word being sou(rév) in either case. 

664. 155. Alvxod[por (Wilam.) is unsuitable. 

665. 12. 1. Axgal yav |r| we er. 

666. 163. ex ro[v (Wilam.) is possible, but the vestiges suit es better than ek. 

668. Fr. (c) should be turned the other way up and read as du, belonging to |. 164, 
where 1. gla|dium. 

680. 3. 1. pera for peya. 

681. 4. alkpov cupulre|oo[y}| (Fuhr) is unsuitable. 11. [av}r (Fuhr) is unsuitable. 

682. 5. ep o}[eAde (Fuhr) is possible. 

696. go. |. «[Aade, 3 lines being lost between this and the line beginning a (Fuhr), 

697. 38. Perhaps ror{e] e[paivero ecvar, as Fuhr suggests. 

701. 26-8. Perhaps rev vol|u{ov ovde ros ad|A ors, as Fubr suggests. 

705. 41. |. a[pos rd ra|sei0| y| (Wilam.). 78. Wilcken prefers xL@pi lou to x[6pr jov. 

717. 5. pera rovro|y (Wilam.) is unsuitable. 

720. 7. Caesartb(us) coss (De Ricci) can be read. — 5. sena| dus consulto (Gradenwitz) 


after ef is unsuitable. 15. Wilcken’s suggestion /eg7 for cepz is very doubtful, especially 
the supposed g. 

735. 1. dpiOueo v for dpOpav (De Ricci). 14. ad cognlega is resolved by Wilcken 
ad cogn(oscendum) lega(tur), by De Ricci ad cogn(ctionem) lega(ti). 15. Serracus for 
Lerraeus (De Ricci) is possible. 16. 1. Gaddius for Gradius (De Ricci). 22. Salmeus 
(De Ricci) is possible. 24. De Ricci suggests cum epistrat(ego) at the beginning of the 
line, which is possible. 29. 1. Eponuchus (De Ricci). 


736. 81 Sexovvras (Wilam.) is unsuitable. 
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List of Papyrt distributed. 


We give here a list of published Oxyrhynchus and Hibeh papyri which have been 
presented to different museums and libraries in Europe and America in addition to those 
of which a list was given in Part IV, pp. 265-71, and also some further details about those 
Oxyrhynchus and Fayfim papyri which in the former list were assigned to America without 
a more precise indication. We have added the present reference numbers (where ascertained) 
of the several institutions to which the papyri now belong. The papyri which do not 
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appear in either list are still at Queen’s College, Oxford. The following abbreviations are 

employed :— 

B. M. = British Museum. The numbers refer to the Catalogue of Greek Papyri. 

Bodl. = Bodleian Library, Oxford. The references are to the hand-list of MSS. 

Bolton = Chadwick Museum, Bolton, Lancashire. 

Bristol = Bristol Museum. 

Brussels = Musées Royaux, Brussels, Belgium. 

Cairo = Museum of Antiquities, Cairo, Egypt. These papyri remain temporarily with us 
at Oxford. 

Cambridge = Cambridge University Library. The numbers refer to the ‘ Additions’, 

Carnegie = Carnegie Institute, Pittsburg, U.S.A, 

Charterhouse = Library of Charterhouse School, Godalming, Surrey. 

Chicago = Haskell Oriental Museum, University of Chicago, U.S.A. 

Columbia = Library of Columbia University, New York, U.S.A. 

Cornell = Library of Cornell University, U.S.A. The papyri are numbered MSS. A tot. 

Dublin = Library of Trinity College, Dublin. 

Edinburgh = Library of Edinburgh University. 

Gen. Theol. = General Theological Seminary, New York, U.S.A. 

Graz = Library of Graz University, Austria. 

Harvard = Semitic Museum of Harvard University, Mass., U.S.A. 

Holyoke = Mount Holyoke College, South Hadley, Mass. U.S.A. 

Johns Hop. = Library of Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, U.S.A. 

Manchester = Museum of Manchester University. 

McCormick = Library of McCormick Theological Seminary, Chicago, U.S.A. 

Michigan = University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A. 

Morgan = Pierpoint Morgan Collection, New York, U.S.A. 

Pennsyl. = Museum of Science and Art, University of Pennsylvania, U.S.A. 

Princeton = Library of Princeton College, New Jersey, U.S.A. 

Smithsonian = Smithsonian Institution, Washington, U.S.A. 

Toronto = Museum of Victoria University, Toronto, Canada. 

Union Theol. = Union Theological Seminary, New York, U.S.A. 

Vassar = Library of Vassar College, Poughkeepsie, New York, U.S.A. 

Wellesley = Wellesley College, Mass., U.S.A. 

Western Res. = Western Reserve University, Cleveland, Ohio, U.S.A. 

Yale = Library of Yale University, U.S.A. 


Oxyrhynchus Papyri. 


254-6. Union Theol. | 294. Princeton. 404. Bodl. Gr. theol. 
i® 257. Michigan. 295. Columbia. JuTOCE). 
ad Hodl (Gosia. Ae tea he 2798. | 297. Columbia. 405. CambridgeAdd. 
Pe). . Johns Hop. 298. Princeton. 4413. 
268. Yale. 392. Princeton. 406. McCormick BH 
tL: 271. Harvard. 395, Michigan. 88470. I. 
272. Michigan. 408. Yale. 
211. Harvard, 274. Union Theol. Ul 409. Bodl. Gr. class. 
213. Yale. 276. Yale. : c. 55 (P). 
219. Yale. 287. Columbia. 401-2. Harvard. 410. Bodl. Gr. class, 
250. Pennsyl. 2797. | 293. Columbia. 403. Gen. Theol. CAB), 


411. B. M. 1523. 
413. Bodl. Gr. class. 
b. 4 (P). 
414. Columbia, 
415. Graz I. 1930. 
416. Brussels. 
417. Smithsonian. 
418. Harvard. 
419. Brussels. 
420. B. M. 1524. 
421-3. Harvard. 
424. Graz I. 1926. 
425. Brussels. 
426. Toronto. 
427. B. M. 1526. 
428. Harvard. 
429. Manchester. 
430-1. Harvard. 
432. Graz I. 1929. 
433. CambridgeAdd. 
4414. 
434, Harvard. 
435-6. Yale. 
437. Brussels. 
438. Yale. 
439. Bolton. 
440. Manchester. 
441. Brussels. 


442. Dublin Pap. E. 
8 


443. Graz I. 1927. 
444, Yale. 

446—7. Harvard. 
448. Cornell. 

458. Harvard. 
459. Columbia. 
460-2. Harvard. 


464. Bodl. Gr. class. 


a. 75 (P), 
465. B. M. 1526. 
466. Columbia. 


467. Bodl. Gr. class. 


S- 73 (P). 
468. Edinburgh. 
469. Chicago. 
470. Dublin Pap. F. 
8 


471. Bodl. Gr. class. 


a. 10 (P). 
472. Morgan. 


473 
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474, Manchester. 
475. Charterhouse. 


476 
477 
478 


. Chicago. 
. Columbia. 
. Brussels. 


479-80. Chicago. 


481 
482 
483 
485 

Ge 
486 
487 
488 
489 
490 


491. 
492. Dublin Pap.C. 4. 


493 
494 
495 
496 

a 
497 
498 
500 


Gen. Theol: 
. Chicago. 
7 Fennsyl. 2822. 


. Bodl. Gr. class. 


56 (P). 

. Columbia. 

. Chicago. 

. Brussels. 
Baier 23, 
. Graz I. 1920. 
Morgan. 


. Toronto. 
4 B. M.-16 260; 
. Brussels. 


. Bodl. Gr. class. 


OME): 
. Yale. 
. Toronto. 


. Graz III. 1918. 


502-3. Cornell. 


504 


515. 


. Bodl. Gr. class. 
. 57 (P). 


. Cornell. 

. Harvard. 

. Brussels. 

. Cornell. 

. Brussels. 

. Chicago. 

. Graz I. 1931. 
. Chicago. 

. Toronto. 

. Vassar. 
Smithsonian. 


516-8. Pennsyl. 


2 
519 


799-2801. 
. Brussels. 


520-1. Columbia. 


522 


“| 523 


. Yale. 
. Cornell. 


524—5. Vassar. 
526-7. Pennsyl. 
2802-3. 


528, Dublin Pap.F.9. 


529. Pennsyl. 2804. 
530. B. M. 1530. 
531-2. Pennsyl. 
2805-6. 
533. Harvard. 
534-40. Columbia. 
541. Cornell. 
543-9. Cornell. 
551. Princeton. 
552-3. Harvard. 
555-7. Harvard. 
559. Harvard. 


561-72. Johns Hop. 
574. Bodl. Gr. class. 


F 74 (P). 
575. Chicago. 
577-8. Chicago. 
579. Gen. Theol. 
580. Johns Hop. 
582. Johns Hop. 
583-4. Michigan. 
585-8. Johns Hop. 
590-8. Holyoke. 
599. Gen. Theol. 
605-7. Yale. 
609-10. Chicago. 
611. Carnegie. 
612. Pennsyl. 
613. Princeton. 
615. Princeton. 
616-7. Yale. 
618-20. Princeton. 
621-7. Yale. 
628-32. Pennsy]. 

2804-11. 
633. Union Theol. 
638. Yale. 


639-43. UnionTheol. 


645. Yale. 
646. Manchester. 
648-50. Pennsyl. 


27 
652. Pennsyl. 2796. 


653. Bodl. Gr. class. 


c. 58 (P). 
IV. 


654. B. M. 1531. 
655. Harvard. 
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656. Bodl. Gr. bibl. 
an 5E). 

657200.-M, 1632. 

658. Yale. 

659, BoM. 1634: 

660. Graz I. 1923. 

661. Cairo, 

662. B. M. 1533. 

663. CambridgeAdd. 
4415. 

664. Cairo. 

665. Toronto. 

666. Bodl. Gr. class. 
4. FO(P). 

667. Dublin Pap. F. 


Io. 

668. B. M. 1532. 

669. Cairo. 

670-2. Wellesley. 

673. Brussels. 

674. Dublin Pap. F. 
ze, 

675. Graz I. 1922. 

676-8. Wellesley. 

679. Brussels. 

680. Manchester. 

681. Johns Hop. 

682. Edinburgh. 

683. Manchester. 

684. Johns Hop. 

685. Bodl. Gr. class. 
7.75 (P). 

686. B. M. 1534. 

637. B: M. 1546. 

688. B. M. 1536. 

689. Wellesley. 

690. Brussels. 

691-2. Wellesley. 

693-5. Princeton. 

696. Pennsyl. 2814. 

697. Dublin Pap. E.9. 

698. Wellesley. 

699, Dublin Pap. F. 
iT. 

700-2. Harvard. 

703. Bodl. Gr. class. 
Be RTE): 

704. Pennsyl. 2820. 

705. CambridgeAdd. 
4416. 
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706. Pennsyl. 2823. 

707. Morgan, 

708. Manchester. 

709. Bodl. Gr. class. 
e. 88 (P). 

710. Brussels. 

Tule Graze 1025. 

712. Cairo. 

(13, BM. 153%. 

714. B. M. 1838. 

715. Bristol. 

716. CambridgeAdd. 
4418. 

Hlth, (Cente. 

718. Columbia. 

719. Yale. 

720. Bodl. Lat. class. 
Geta ty. 

Colom Cairo: 

722. Columbia. 

Be, (Cento 

724, Carnegie. 

725. Toronto. 

726. Cairo. 

727. B. M. 1830. 

728. Cairo. 

729. B. M. 1540. 

730. Cairo. 

731. Manchester. 

732-4. Cairo. 

735. Morgan. 


9. Holyoke. 
14. Michigan. 
19. Chicago. 
20. Pennsyl. 
22. Pennsyl. 
23. Chicago. 
53. Pennsyl. 
58. Pennsyl. 
59. Pennsyl. 
60. Pennsyl. 
63. Pennsyl. 
64. Yale. 

65. Pennsyl. 2779. 
77. Pennsyl. 2780. 


2776. 
2782. 


2789. 
2791. 
24788. 
2783. 
2781. 


THE OXYRHYNCHUS PAPA 


736. Brussels. 
737. Western Res. 
738. (ataz, 1, TG2%¢ 
Hare, (Genoroy, 


740. CambridgeAdd. 


4417. 
741. Cambridge Add. 


4419. 
Weal, 185. IN site 
743. Brussels. 
744, Toronto. 
745. Columbia. 
746. Brussels. 
747. Charterhouse. 
748. Western Res. 
749. Cairo. 

750. Western Res. 
751. Cairo. 

752, Western Res. 
753. Toronto. 
754-5. Princeton. 
756-8. Yale. 

759. Brussels. 
760. Graz I. 1928. 
761. Harvard. 
762. Pennsyl. 2815. 
763. Cairo. 
764-5. Harvard. 
766-9. Johns Hop. 
770. Bolton. 

771. Manchester. 


772. Bristol. 

. Brussels. 

. Johns Hop. 

. Pennsyl. 2821. 
. Pennsyl. 2817. 
. Cairo. 

. Pennsyl. 2818. 
. Cairo. 

. Dublin Pap. F. 


. Pennsyl. 2819. 

. Pennsyl. 2816. 

. Edinburgh. 

. B. M. 1542. 

. Morgan. 

; Caino, 

. Columbia. 

. Morgan. 

789-91. Columbia. 

792. Toronto. 

793-4. Cairo. 

795. Morgan. 

796-7. Columbia. 

798. Morgan. 

799-801. Cairo. 

802. Graz I. 1933. 

803. Harvard. 

804. Toronto. 

805. McCormickBH 
88470. 2. 

806. Cairo. 


Fayim Papyrt. 


80. Pennsyl. 2787. 
81. Pennsyl. 2790. 
86. Pennsyl. 2792. 
86 (a). Yale. 

94, Princeton. 
103. Princeton. 
106. Princeton. 
110. Columbia. 
L138; Yale. 

115. Yale. 
117. Pennsyl. 2785. 

119. Pennsyl. 2786. 
120. Pennsyl. 2784. 
137-8. Yale. 


145. Harvard. 
147-50. Harvard. 
154. Michigan. 
156. Michigan. 
158-9. Michigan. 
190-5. Princeton. 
222. Harvard. 

. Harvard. 

. Harvard. 

. Harvard. 

. Princeton. 

. Cornell. 

. Cornell. 
245-7. Cornell. 


807. McCormick BH 
88470. 3. 

808. Cairo. 

809. Carnegie. 

810. Cairo. 

811-2. Vassar. 

813. Brussels. 

814. Carnegie. 

815-7. Cairo. 

818. B. M. 1543. 

Vassar. 

, Caire: 

. Vassar. 

. Wellesley. 

. Brussels. 

. Wellesley. 

SRC ATO: 

. Wellesley. 

. Cairo. 

. Grass 1934. 

. Wellesley. 

830-1. Gen. Theol. 

832. B. M. 1544. 

833. CambridgeAdd. 


4420. 
834. CambridgeAdd. 
4421. 
835. Gen. Theol. 
836. Brussels. 
837-8. Cairo. 
839. Bodl. Gr. class. 


c. 59 (P). 


250. Chicago. 

251. Cornell. 

253. Pennsyl. 2777. 
255-7. Michigan. 
261. Pennsyl. 2778, 
263. Columbia. 
265. Yale. 

267. Yale. 

268. Holyoke. 

271. Princeton. 
272-3. Yale. 
274-7. Chicago. 
291-3. Union Theol. 
296. Johns Hop. 


299 
304 
306 


35 
37 
39 
42 
43 
44 
46 


49, 
54, 


55 


60. McCormick BH 


8 


. Harvard. 
. Johns Hop. 
. Johns Hop, 


—6. Harvard. 

. Carnegie. 

. Brussels. 

. Graz I. 5924. 
. Carnegie. 

> Yale: 

. Morgan, 
Yale. 
Toronto, 

—6. Yale. 


8442. I. 
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314—7. Cornell. 
320-1. Harvard. 
331. Johns Hop. 


333. Johns Hop. 
335. Yale. 
338. Cornell. 


Elibeh Papyri. 


61. McCormick BH 
88442. 2. 

62. Brussels. 

. Pennsyl. 2824. 
. Pennsyl. 2825. 
. Harvard. 

. Carnegie. 

. Carnegie. 

. Carnegie. 

. Columbia. 

. Smithsonian. 

. Smithsonian. 


123. Western Res. 

125-7. Gen. Theol. 

129. McCormick BH 
88442, 3. 

134. . Brussels. 

135. McCormick BH 
88442. 4. 

136. Cairo. 

138. Graz I. 1932. 

139. McCormick BH 
88442. 5. 

140. Brussels. 


eee, 


343. Johns Hop. 
347-8. Johns Hop. 


141—4. Columbia. 
149. Princeton. 
152-3. Princeton. 
154. Vassar. 

155. Smithsonian. 
157-8. Harvard. 
159-62. Yale. 
163. Princeton. 
164. Cairo. 

165. Princeton. 
168. Graz I. 1919. 
170. Smithsonian. 
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INDEX I. 840. 


dywos 14, 21, 29. (on 44 (?). oe 23. 
ayveutnptov 8, 13. (ads 4. ovros 13, 17, 32. 
adikety I. ; 
GAdd 2, 8, 16, 45. HEPA 34- mapadapfavew 7. 
aAdooev 19. mas I. 
aos 18, iepov 9,17, 23. TaTXEV 3. 
avépxecOat 27. iordva 21. marew 17, 20. 
avOpwmos 5, 39: ‘ mepurately Q. 
amé 44. kabapeverv 23, 24. mAnpovy 40. 
aroxpiverOat 30. xabapds 18, 28. modus 6. 
dmo\apBavew 4. kakia 41. mopyy 36. 
dpxtepevs TO. Kakoupyos Be mous 15. 
aiAnrpis 36. kadhorigey 38. mpo I. 
avrés 3, 7, 8, II, 24, 30. katépxerba 26. mpds 30, 38. 
kripak 26. mpooPrerety 29. 
, kddagts 6. mpocepyerOa Q. 
oe ae 33: KU@V 33. eS Zs 
Bare 43. 3 
; mpotepov I. 
Ramricay lpi 2: Aéyery II, 24, 31, 42. eietoe 
Bacavos *. 


Aeveis 10 (?). 
Acunds 27. oKEvOS 14, 21, 30. 
yap 3, 15. ee 26: TRemaAS TG 

Aovewy 14, 19, 24, 32, 37- oLNXE 35, 37- 


Aaveid 25. pb copiferOa I. 
S€ppa 35. Hocens Boise nukes DUST Ashe ase 

4 pn 2, 18, 31, 42. ? 
dua 25- guy 22. 

pny 15. ouvTvyxavety or. 

ne EU corp 12, 30. 
€y® 41, 42. prodvver 16. 
os oy ae 6 tis 12. 
ae 17, 23. YP 30. Cis. 
eis 8. ; 
one ' Totmos 17. 
ciodyew 8. virrerOat 34. ‘ 
eKElVOS 24, 39 w& 34 Tére 28. 
Mies ae ‘ tupads 31. 
€KTOS 35. 
év 4, 9, 23, 25, 33, 43- dpotos 3. 
évdobev 39. évoua II, VOMP 13.39 435 
evdver Oat 24. épav 13, 20, 31. LES Os 
%Supa 19, 27. 8s 18, 33, 42. Uropeverw 6, 
evtavoa 23. domeEp 35. 
emOupia 38. ov 3. Papicaios 10, 
emitpemew 12. oval 31, 45. 
épxetOar 28, 44. ovd€é 20. xelv 32. 


€repos 25, 26. ovdeis 18. xolpos 33. 


LT; 


841 


INDEX II. 


841. 


Large Roman numerals refer to poems: sch. = scholium. 


*ABSnpa II. 5 sch.; Fr. 2.1 sch.; II. 69 sch.; 


Init, Re Seo 
*ABSnpirae II. 3 sch. 
“ABOnpos II, 1, 104. 
dyabés II. 43 sch.; III. 95 sch. 
ayaknens IV; 12; Mic 48. 
dyavés 1X. 36. 
ayyeAdew II, 77. 
dyyedos VI. ror. 
adyew I, 8; VI. 103. 
dyeioOa Frs. 129-31. 11. 
ayNaia III. 5. 
aydao- III. 1. 


dyAads VI. 62; VII. 3; Fr. 26. 6 (?). 


dyvitew Frs. 129-31. 6 sch. 
dtypos II. 61. 

ayxideos VII. ro. 

ayov VI. 60. 

adaéorepos IV. 27. 

adopros VI. 128. 

deOdov IV, 22. 

dei v. 1, II. 52. 
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EGYPT EXPLORATION FUND. 


GRAECO-ROMAN BRANCH. 


HE EGYPT EXPLORATION FUND, which has conducted Archaeological research 
in Lgypt continuously since 1882, 1n 1894 startled a special department, called the Graeco- 
Roman Branch, for the discovery and publication of remains of classical antiquity and early 
Christianity in Egypt. The exploration of the stte of Oxyrhynchus has now been completed, 
and owing to lack of funds further excavatons have been suspended for the winter of 
1907-8 ; but zt ts hoped to resume work in Egypt in 1908-9. 
The Graeco-Roman Branch issues annual volumes, each of about 250 quarto pages, with 
Sacsimile plates of the more important papyrt, under the editorship of Drs. B. P. GRENFELL and 


Ae LUND. 
A subscription of One Guinea to the Branch entitles subscribers to the annual volume, and 


also to the annual Archaeological Report. A donation of £25 constitutes life membership. 
Subscriptions may be sent to the Honorary Treasurers—for England, Mr. H. A. GRuEsER, 
British Museum ; and for America, Mr.Garviner M. Lane, Peerce Building, Copley Square, 


Boston. 


PUBLICATIONS OF THE EGYPT EXPLORATION FUND. 


—__—e—______. 


MEMOIRS OF THE FUND. 


I, THE STORE CITY OF PITHOM AND THE ROUTE OF THE EXODUS. 
For 1883-4. By Epouarp NAviILLE. Thirteen Plates and Plans. (Fourth and Revised 


Edition.) 255. 


Il, TANIS, Part I. For 1884-5. By W. M. Frinpers Petriz. Eighteen Plates 


and Plans. (Second Edition.) 255. 
III. NAUKRATIS, Part I. For 1885-6. By W. M. Fuinpers Perrier. 


Chapters by Cecin SMiTH, ERNEST A, GARDNER, and BARCLAY V.HEAD. Forty-four Plates 


and Plans, (Second Hdition.) 255. 


IV. GOSHEN AND THE SHRINE OF SAFT-EL-HENNEH. For 1886-7. 


By EpDouARD NAvVILLE, Eleven Plates and Plans. (Second Edition.) 255. 


V. TANIS, Part II; including TELL DEFENNEH (The Biblical ‘ Tahpanhes ’) 
and TELL NEBESHEH. For 1887-8. By W.M. FLINpDERS Petriz, F. Lu. GRIFFITH, 


and A.S. MuRRAY. Fifty-one Plates and Plans. 25. 


VI. NAUKRATIS, Part II. For 1888-9. By Ernest A. Garpner and F. Lt. 


GRIFFITH. Twenty-four Plates and Plans. 255. 


Vil, THE CITY OF ONIAS “AND THE MOUND OF THE JEW, 


Antiquities of Tell-el-Yahfidiyeh. 4x Extra Volume. By Epouarp NAVILLE and 


F. Lu. GRIFFITH. Twenty-six Plates and Plans. 255. 


VIII. BUBASTIS. For 1889-90. By Epovarp Navitte. Fifty-four Plates and 


Plans. 255. 


IX. TWO HIEROGLYPHIC PAPYRI FROM TANIS. An Extra Volume. 


Containing THE SIGN PAPYRUS (a Syllabary). By F. Li. GRIFFITH. 
GEOGRAPHICAL PAPYRUS (an Almanac). By W. M. FLINDERS PETRIE. 
Remarks by HEINRICH BRuGSCH. (Out of print.) 


X. THE FESTIVAL HALL OF OSORKON II (BUBASTIS). For 1890-1. 


By EpouARD NAVILLE. Thirty-nine Plates. 255. 


XI. AHNAS EL MEDINEH. For 1891-2. By Epovarp Navitte. Eighteen 
Plates. And THE TOMB OF PAHERI AT EL KAB, By J. J. Tytor and F. Lt. 


GRIFFITH. Ten Plates. 255. 


XII. DEIR EL BAHARI, Introductory. For 1892-3. By Epouvarp NaviLte. 


Fifteen Plates and Plans. 255. 


XIII. DEIR EL BAHARI, Part I. For 1893-4. By Epovarp Naviie. Plates 


I-XXIV (three coloured) with Description. Royal folio. 3os. 


XIV. DEIR EL BAHARI, Part II. For 1894-5. By Epouarp Navittr. — Plates 


XXV-LV (two coloured) with Description. Royal folio. 3os. 


XV. DESHASHEH. For 1895-6. By W. M. Frivvers Petrie. Photogravure and 


other Plates. 255. 


XVI. DEIR EL BAHAR], Part III. For 1896-7. By Epovarp Navitte. Plates 


LVI-LXXXVI (two coloured) with Description. Royal folio. 30s. 


XVI DENDEREH. For 1897-8. By W. M. Fuinpers Petrie. Thirty-eight Plates. 


25s. (xtra Plates of Inscriptions. Forty Plates. Ios.) 


XVIII. ROYAL TOMBS OF THE FIRST DYNASTY. For 1898-9. By W. M. 


FLINDERS PETRIE. Sixty-eight Plates. 255. 


XIX. DEIR EL BAHARI, Part IV. For 1899-1900. By Epovarp NavILLe. 


Plates LXXXVII-CXVIII (two coloured) with Description. Royal folio. 30s. 


XX. DIOSPOLIS PARVA. Ax Ewira Volume. By W. M. Frinpers Perrier. 


Forty-nine Plates. (Ovt of print.) 
Aa 


XXI. 
XXII. 
XXIII. 
XXIV. 
XXV. 
XXVI. 
XXVIII. 


XXVIII. 


XXIX. 


THE ROYAL TOMBS OF THE EARLIEST DYNASTIES, Part II. For 
1900-1. By W. M. FLINDERS PETRIE. Sixty-three Plates. 255. (Thirty-five extra Plates, 1cs.) 

ABYDOS, Part I. For 1901-2. By W. M. Fuinpers Petriz. Eighty-one 
Plates. 255. 

EL AMRAH AND ABYDOS. Ax Extra Volume. By D. Ranpati-Maclver, 
A. C. Mack, and F. Li. GRIFFITH. Sixty Plates. 255. 

ABYDOS, Part II. For 1902-3. By W. M. Frinpers Perriz. Sixty-four 
Plates. 255. 

ABYDOS, Part III. An Extra Volume. By C. T. Currery, E. R. Ayrton, 
and A. E. P. WEIGALL, &c. Sixty-one Plates. 255. 

EHNASYA. For 1903-4. By W.M. Frinpers Perriz. Forty-three Plates. 255. 
(ROMAN EHNASYA. Thirty-two extra Plates. 10s.) 

DEIR EL BAHARI, Part V. For 1904-5. By Epovarp Navitie. Pilates 
CXIX-CL with Description. Royal folio. 3os. 

THE ELEVENTH DYNASTY TEMPLE AT DEIR EL BAHARI. Part I. 
For 1905-6. By Enovarp NaviL_e, H. R. Hart, and E. R. Ayrton. Thirty-one 
Plates. 255. 


DEIR EL BAHARI, Part VJ. For 1906-7. By Epovarp Navitie. Royal 
folio. (lx preparation.) 


ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 
Edited by F. Ly. GRIFFITH. 


BENI HASAN, Part I. For 1890-1. By Percy E. Newperry. With Plans 
by G. W. FRASER. Forty-nine Plates (four coloured). 255. 


BENI HASAN, Part II. For 1891-2. By Percy E. Newperry. With Appendix, 


Plans, and Measurements by G. W. FRASER. Thirty-seven Plates (two coloured). 255. 


. EL BERSHEH, Part I. For 1892-3. By Percy Newserry. Thirty-four 


Plates (two coloured). 25s. 


. EL BERSHEH, Part II. For 1893-4. By F. Ly. Grirrity and Percy E. 


NEWBERRY, With Appendix by G. W. FRASER. Twenty-three Plates (two coloured). 255. 


. BENI HASAN, Part III. For 1894-5. By F. Lu. Grirritx. (Hieroglyphs, 


and manufacture, &c., of Flint Knives.) Ten coloured Plates. 255. 


- HIEFROGLYPHS FROM ‘THE COLLECTIONS (OF THE EGYPT. 


EXPLORATION FUND. For 1895-6. By F.LL. GRIFFITH. Nine coloured Plates. 255. 


. BENJI HASAN, Part IV. For 1896-7. By F. Ly. Grirritu. (Illustrating 


beasts and birds, arts, crafts, &c.) Twenty-seven Plates (twenty-one coloured). 255. 


. THE MASTABA OF PTAHHETEP AND AKHETHETEP AT 


SAQQAREH, Part I. For 1897-8. By N. bE G. DaAvigs and F. Li. GRIFFITH. Thirty- 
one Plates (three coloured). 255. 


- THE MASTABA OF PTAHHETEP AND AKHETHETEP AT 


SAQQAREH, Part II. For 1898-9. By N. pr G. Davigs and F.Lu. GRIFFITH. Thirty- 
five Plates. 255. 

THE ROCK TOMBS OF SHEIKH SAID, For 1899-1900. By N. pr G. 
Davies. Thirty-five Plates. 255. 


. THE ROCK TOMBS OF DEIR EL GEBRAWI, Part I. For Ig00-1. By 


N. DE G. Davis. Twenty-seven Plates (two coloured). 255. 


. DEIR EL GEBRAWI, Part II. For 1go1-2. Thirty Plates (two coloured). 255. 
- THE ROCK TOMBS OF EL AMARNA, Part I. For 1902-3. Forty-one 


Plates. 255. 


. THE ROCK TOMBS OF EL AMARNA, Part II. For 19034. Forty-seven 


Plates. 255. 


- THE ROCK TOMBS OF EL AMARNA, Part III. For 1904-5. Thirty-nine 


Plates. 245. 


THE ROCK TOMBS OF EL AMARNA, Part IV. For 1905-6. By N.pEG. 
Davis. Forty-five Plates. 25,5. 


. THE ROCK TOMBS OF EL AMARNA, Part V. For 1906-7. By N.peG. 


Davigs. (Jn preparation.) 


GRAECO-ROMAN BRANCH. 


I, THE OXYRHYNCHUS PAPYRI, Part I. For 1897-8. By B. P. GrEenFEL 
and A.S. Hunt. Eight Collotype Plates. 255. 
IE ae OXYRHYNCHUS PAPYRI, Part II. For 1898-9. Eight Collotype 
ates. 255, 
HI. FAYOM TOWNS AND THEIR PAPYRI. For 1899-1900. By B. P. GRENFELL, 
A. S. Hunt, and D. G. Hocartu. Eighteen Plates. 255. 
IV. THE TEBTUNIS PAPYRI. Double Volume for 1900-1 and 1g01-2. By B. P. 
GRENFELL, A. S. HUNT, and J. G. SMyty. Nine Collotype Plates. (Jot for sale.) 
V. THE OXYRHYNCHUS PAPYRI, Part III. For 1902-3. Six Collotype 
Plates. 255. 
VI. THE OXYRHYNCHUS PAPYRI, Part 1V. For 1903-4. Eight Collotype 
Plates. 255. 
VII. THE HIBEH PAPYRI, Part I. Double Volume for 1904-5 and 1905-6. By 
B. P. GRENFELL and A. S. Hunt. ‘Ten Collotype Plates. 455. 
VIII. THE OXYRHYNCHUS PAPYRI, Part: V. For 1906-7. By B. P. GrenrEcy 
and A.S. Hunt, Seven Collotype Plates. 255. 


IX. THE OXYRHYNCHUS PAPYRI, Part VI. For 1907-8. By B. P. GrenFEcy 
and A.S. Hunt. (lx preparation.) 


ANNUAL ARCHAEOLOGICAL REPORTS. 


(Yearly Summaries by F. G. Kenyon, W. E. Crum, and the Officers of the Society, with Maps.) 
Edited by F. Lu. GRIFFITH. 
THE SEASON’S WORK. For 1890-1. By Epovarp Navitie, Percy E Newserry, and 
G. W. FRASER. 25. 6d. 
For 1892-3 and 1893-4. 25. 6d. each. 
» 1894-5. 35. 6d. Containing Report (with Plans) of Mr. D. G. HoGartu’s Excavations in 
Alexandria. 
», 1895-6. 3s. With Illustrated Article on the Transport of Obelisks by EDOUARD NAVILLE. 
3, 1896-7. 25.6d@. With Articles on Oxyrhynchus and its Papyri by B. P. GRENFELL, and a Thucydides 
Papyrus from Oxyrhynchus by A. S. Hunt. 
», 1897-8. 2s. 6d. With Illustrated Article on Excavations at Hierakonpolis by W. M. FLINDERS 
PETRIE. 
» 1898-9. 25.6d. With Article on the Position of Lake Moeris by B. P. GRENFELL and A. S. HunT, 
,, 1899-1900. 25. 6d, With Article on Knossos in its Egyptian Relations by A. J, EVANS. 
And six successive years, 25. 6d. each. 


SPECIAL PUBLICATIONS. 
AOYIA THs0Y: ‘Sayings of Our Lord,’ from an Early Greek Papyrus. By B. P. GRenreLy 
and A. S. HuNT. 2s. (with Collotypes) and 6d. net. 
NEW SAYINGS OF JESUS AND FRAGMENT OF A LOST GOSPEL. By 


B. P. GRENFELL and A. S. Hunv. 1s. net. 


FRAGMENT OF AN UNCANONICAL GOSPEL. By B. P. Grenrett and A. S 


HUNT. Is. net. 

ATLAS OF ANCIENT EGYPT. With Letterpress and Index. (Second Edition.) 
(Under revision.) 

GUIDE TO TEMPLE OF DEIR EL BAHARI. With Plan. 6d. 

COPTIC OSTRAGCA. By W.E. Crum. tos. 6d. net, 


Slides from Fund Photographs may be obtained through Messrs. Newton & Co., 3 Fleet Street, E.C.; 
and Prints from Mr. R. C. Murray, 37 Dartmouth Park Hill, N.W. 


Offices of the Egypt Exploration Fund: 


37 GREAT RUSSELL STREET, LONDON, W.C., AND 
PIERCE BUILDING, COPLEY SQUARE, BOSTON, MASS., U.S.A. 


Agents: 


BERNARD QUARITCH, 11 GRAFTON STREET, NEW BOND STREET, W. 
KEGAN PAUL, TRENCH, TRUBNER & Co., DRYDEN HOUSE, GERRARD STREET, W. 
ASHER & Co., 13 BEDFORD STREET, COVENT GARDEN, W.C., AND 

56 UNTER DEN LINDEN, BERLIN. _ F 
HENRY FROWDE, AMEN CORNER, E.C., AND 91 & 93 FIFTH AVENUE, NEW YORK. 


